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BY, 


ri wich no Pleaſure, but with much Grief* 

and Regret, the Reverend Presbytery of: | 
Glaſgow entered into an Inquiry, Whether 
a a Sermon, publiſhed under the Name of 
he Reverend Mr. William Leechman Mi- 
SELLS 9 niſter of the Goſpel at 59 entituled, 
The Nature, Reaſonableneſs, and Advantages, of Prayer, 
Oc. contained ſuch Doctrines, and Ways of Teaching, as 
gave juſt Ground to the Offence many had taken agatnſt* | 
laid Sermon To the Presbytery's great ' Surpriſe and 
Trouble, they have met with much Reproach, many Dif- 
ficulties, in their regular and orderly Procedure in this A f- 
fair; and, after all their unwearied Labours, to bring this 
important Affair to as ſpeedy an Iflue, as was confiſtent 
with the Regard they ought to have, firſt to Truth, and 
den to their Brother's Character, they had a Stop put to 
- IF their Procedure, by the very Reverend Synod of Glaf-. | 
Ky gow and Ayr, in a Way and Manner the Reverend Troy 


ytery conceive highly injurious. to the Truth, to the 
Peace of this Church, and to the Presbyrery, as well as 


" "i unprecedented in this Church, or any where elſe, ſince the 
MW Reformation.—'This hath made it neceſſary, that the 
Presbytery thould appeal to the Venn Aſ- 
\Jembly of this e and cry at their Bar for Juſtice 
0 Truth and them, againſt the rande of the very Re- 
gerend Spnod, in chis Cauſe. ee. 
VVV 


| mon,—3dly, 


OO PET IANA. 
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ö lick or private Capacity.—adiy, I ſhall inſert the Remarks 
made by the Committee of the Presbyrery of Glaſgow, _ 


| Tegneſday the ach April. —atbly, The Reaſon w | 
| Anſwer tothe firſt Remark was unſatisfying to the Com- 
| ether Anſwers, ſhewing they are far from gi | 
| peRted Satisfaction, and removing the great 


 - The needful Hiſtory of this Affair is as follows: /_ . .._ 
The Reverend Mr. William Leechman, while a Pro- 


were but the 2 
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That I may fe this Matter in its true Light, before the 


- Members of this Venerable Aſſembly, and unto the whole = | 
World, L shall candidly and impartially, Of he 
Hiſtory of the Whole, as far as appears needfu 


6 I, for every 
one to judge of it with Underſtanding, either in a pub- 


together with an Abſtract of Reaſonings, ſhewing how 


eee juſtly en e. 
„ 


ie Anſwers given in by the Reverend Mr. | 
William Leechman,to the Committee of ar day”, ; 
„the 


= 


- 


giving 15. | 
| TIENCE given 
y the Serwan. e 


er preached. frequently in Glaſ go. He was far 


| from. being lock d upon as an Evangelical Preacher. Ma» | 


good Judges were offended, by his preaching in ſuch a 
hiloſophical and abſtract Way, as if he had reſolved the 
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Manner, co 
and Faith. 1 
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This Sermon ha horn Þ reached. by bim firſt at;Beirh, in 


> a Month after that at Edinbyrgh, and a third Time, eight 
Paps after that, at Glaſgow, —lt is notour and knowu, 
that many far and near were offended at this Sermom as 
 Joop/as e and long before there could be any Pro- 
4 ipect of his being elected Profeſſor of Divinity in the U- | 
7 niverſity of Ga gos. Indeed the Offence came to Be 
more general, when he was ſpoken of as a Candidate for } 
the Divinity-Chair, and afterwards elected by the over- 
fruling Vote of the Rector of ſaid Univerſity, and was then 
accompanied with a deep Concern,” left this Election 
might prove of evil Conſequence to the Purity of Doe- 
trine, and the eee Ah this. Church. The Sermem 
- was now more generally read and conſidered, and conſe- 
_ quently a En, Noiſe made about it, than what 
Vas before, —lt was alſo obſerved by many, that Ser- 
mons without Chriſt, and conſiſting of Moral ity, without 
that Relation to the Goſpel of Chriſt, (that alone can 
render it acceptable in the Sight of God) and Preachers 
of them, were increaſing; and they were now afraid, as 
they continue to be, left the Louth, taught by the Author 
of the Sermon in Debate, ſhould come forth rather more 
exceptionable than their Teacher, as hath been ordinary 
in ſuch Caſes. The Doctrines, and dangerous Ways of 
Teaching, appearing to them in this Sermon, led them ta 
think, that it was of unſpeakably worſe Conſequence, th 
the Intereſts of Truth and Religion in this Church, than 
his continuing Miniſter at Beith, or in any other Congre- 
gation within this Church. — This gave the immediate 
Kiſe to the Information given in to the Presbytery of 
Glaſgow: which I ſhall give the Hiftory of, after I have 
| given that of the Events of the preceding Preshytery; re- 
; latin to this Affair. "OA. For 5 1277 «i N 
The Reverend Presbytery af Irvine looſed Mr. Leech- 
- man's Relation to the Pariſh of Hei th, upon a Demiſſion 
given in by him, of his paſtoral Charge among that Pen- 
ple, unto the ſaid Presbytery, "ha the third Day of Za- 
Huary laſt——This they di without any previous Warn- 
ing given to the ſaid Pariſh, or ſummoning * ho ö 
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1 a port to anſwer in a Cauſe, wherein they were ſo 
1 yu and immediately concerned, contrary to the pre. 
bj ſcribed Forms and laudable Cuſtoms of this Church. 
What relates to this Event will doubtleſs be laid before 
che Venerable Aſſembly, at greater Length, by the p- 
pellants from this Sentence of the Presbytery of Irvine. 
On the ath of Jan , the Preshyzery of Glaſgow - 
being convened in their Gcinary Place of. Meęting, to our 
no ſmall Surpriſe, and beyond our Expeckation, about 
Twelve of the Clock Forenoon, Mr. Wil om Leechman, 
with Meſſrs. Dunlop, Roſs, Simon and Hamilton, Pro- 
feſſors in the Univerſity, appeared before the Presbyteny, 
and repreſented, That the ſaid Mr. Leechman being cho- 
ſen Profeſſor of Divinity in the Univerſity of Glaſgow, 
and looſed from his Paſtoral Charge as Miniſter of Beith, 
be was now come to ſign the Conſe on of Faith, before 
the ſaid Presbytery, as injoin'd by Act of Parliament. 
The Presbyrery being infrequent, they delayed proceed-. 
ing in this Affair, till their Meeting at Four Afternoon: 
This was intimated to Mr. Leechman, &c.— Upon which 
* | : 'the ſaid Mr. Leechman proteſted 5 That he had offered to 
| *$ubſcribe the Confeſſion of Faith, before the ſaid Presdy. 
'tery of Glaſgow now conſtitute, in Obedience to the Act 
| of Parliament; but they giving an Interlocutor, delaying 
the Matter till Afternoon, he 55 upon that Delay as a 
| Refuſal ; And his other Buſineſs not allowing him to at- 
tend their Meeting Afternoon; therefore he proteſted, 
that his offering to ſign as above may be reckoned equal 
to his Signing, 1n'Genſtruttion of Law; and thereupon 
| he took Inſtruments, and required Extracts. The fore- 
aid Members of Univerſity adhered to the ſaid Proteſt. 
| After Noon, when the Presbytery (being fuller than 
before Noon) were proceeding to the Confideration of 
| | -rheir Minute, as to Mr. William Leechman's Offer to 
ſign the Confeſſion of Faith, in Contequence of his being 
elected Profefior of Divinity in the Univerſity of Lon (nb 
as he pretended ; they were acquainted, by one of their 
Number, that Mr. Leechman, and ſome of the Members 
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of the ſaid Univerſity, were attending. The-Presby- 
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n again appeared before the Terz 9 55 George e | 

b 5 5 Eid; Rector of the 17 5 | 

Mie Dunlop; Refs; Hami lton and Simſon: Mir. Leah. 
declared, that he had ordered bis Bufineſs fo, as to 
» | permit bim again to attend the Reverend Preslytemy at 
r *this'Time:;—and, out of Regard to them, he was content 
ae or paſs from his former Proteſt, upon Condition 
„ i of their accepting his Offer, and allowing him to ſubs. | 
> + feribe the Confeſſion of Faith at this Time. — He ald 
Y, produced an Extra of the Act of the Univerſity-Meet- 
ov WW ma of CGlaſpow, of the 13th of December laſh 4743, 
5, ed by Kober Sim ſon Clerk of ſaid Unive fity, no- no- 
5, ing and electing the 'faid Mr. William Nes hman 


Abe profeſſor of Divinity in ſaid Univerfity: Allo an 

— | Extra&t of the Presbytery of Trvine' 's AQ, of the Date 
d. the za of January inſtant, accepting of his Demiſſion 
of bis Paſtoral Charge of Bel th, and loofing his Rela- 

ch tion to the {aid Pariſh, figned'by ohn Adam Presbytery- 
to clerk. And he, the ſaid Mr. "William en did 
„renew his Offer to the ſaid Presbyrery, to ſign the Con- 
Let Fell on of Faith before them, as he was injoined by Law. 


ing W——The Oey had the foreſaid Two Extra read | 
s 2 before them. 1 
at- After this, Mr. Teechman; ory forefaid Ralior 3 Þ 
ed. MW Maſters, being removed, a Member of the Precbytery: T of 
ual WW ledged, that the Extract of the Pregbytery of Jrbines 
pon Proceedings, produced by Mt. Leechman, was nor full, 
ore- end that it gave. the Presbytery a very indiſtinct, Partial 
ſt. Wand imperfect View of the Aﬀur of the Loofing Mr. 
than ¶ Leechman's Relation to the Pariſh of Beirh, by the R. 
n of N verend Presbytery of Irvine; and could not mils to mf. 
r to lead the Presbytery, as to their Judgment of the Right 


Mr. Teechman pretended to have, to demand Allowance , 


of the Presbyrery to ſign the Confeſſion of Faith; thiere * 
being ſeveral Preteſts againſt, and Appeals from, the laid y 
Presbytery (their Interlocutors and Sentences in their Pro: 
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i! the foretaid,Member offered. to inſtruct, by a full and 

complete Extract of the Presbytery of Trvine's Procedure 

in 440i po Mr, Zeechman's Relation, which. the 
C 


: 
& 


did Member declared he was ready to produce, figned b 
the Clerk of the Presbytery of Irvine. Then the Pres- 
| #ytery agreed to put it to the Vote, Allow the [aid of. 
Wl . Dov s Extratt to be produced and read, or not: And, the 
I! Vote. being put, it carried, by a great Ma Jority, in the 
Hl Affirmative, The ſaid Extract was accordingly produ- 
Ila the after Reaſoning it was obſerved, that, from this 
Extract, which gave the Presbyzery a fair and full View. 
of the Whole Affair, it appeared evident, that Mr. Leech 
man Election, to be Profeſſor of Divinity, was contro- 
vected.Alſo that there were three ſeveral Proteſts and 
bi Appeals: to the Synod of Glaſgow. and Ayr, taken | 
ir agunit fo many Interlocutors and Sentences. of the Pres- 
i bytery of Irvine, in their Procedure in this Affair, and 
one of them particularly from the Presbytery's Sentence 
[| TJoofing Mr, Zeechman's Relation to the Pariſh of Beirh. i 
And that therefore the Presbytery of Glaſgow can- | 
nat look upon him as Profeſſor of Divinity in the Uni- 
| verſity of 2 or that his Relation was looſed as 
Wo above, ol - 8 ens wn Om was d 7 : 
dea before the proper Judges, and the Appeals again! 
5:6 7 Relation dufte before the e by their 
{| confirming, the Presbytery of Irvine's Sentence: And 
= conſequently cannot admit him, at this Time, to ſign the 
5 Cone on of Faitb, as Profeſſor of Divinity. — After 
much Reaſoning amongſt the Members of the Presbyrery, WM 
it was propoſed to put the following Vote; vis. Allow | 
Mr. Leechman now to fign the Confeſſion of Faith, as 
Proſeſſor of Divinity, or not, until the Synod ſhould 
[/] . judge of the Appeals made unto them, in the Loofing| 
11! kh lation. But there being a Quality offered by 
4! * ſome of the Brethren, to be adjected to the firſt Branch 
ol the Queſtion, in theſe Words; viz. Providing the Al. 
# lowance ſhall not be underſtood as an Are his 
2:8 0 | ph 1 Lee 128 | : IT, —4 on 


- 4 * % * 
A.. 
\ vs FAT at 


£ : . +. 95 
* 


N 


is 7 * 
1 as be & Divinity, 4 the geg f 
45 of. the Presbytery of Tui ne. ney, nt Precbyt ers 4 4 
to this previous Vote; Whether the ſaid A 
ſhould be adjected, or che Vote ſhould be put fimply as 
before ſtated . And, the ſaid previdus'Vore being p 5 4 
it carried by a great Majority, Not to adject the {aid | 
lity ; but that the Stare of the Vote ſhould be 85 
t 
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above · mentioned After which, this State of the 
ſtion being put to the Vote, — it carried, by 4 great Ma- 
Jority, in the Negative, vis. Nor 20 allow the faid' Mi. 
. 25 Zu * Confeſſion of Faith node, in reſpect 
of rhe fi foreſai c to rhe Synod, not diſeuſ. 
After ae the {aid Mr. William. Zeechn un was al 
led'i in, with the Rector and other Maſters before named 
of the Univerſity, and the foreſaid Sentence intimated to 
them, — The faid Mr. Miliam Teechmus, conceiping 3 
Himſelf, as he faid, leled thereby, proteſted apainſt the 
ſame, and took Inſtraments thereof in the Hands of the 
Clerk of Presby WA as alſo in che Hands of a'publick 
ice | & Notary he had brought alongſt with him. His Proteſt 
%. was much in the following Words: T My. William 
an- Löeechman, elected Profeſſor of Divinity in the Uni- 
ni- verſry of Glaſgow, Having 1b, Day compeared before 
e Reverend Presbytery of Glaſgow, in order to 7 1 
de- :he Con ion of Faith, as T am ordained by Law 4h; 
init and havin g produced,” before the ſaid 4 — presby- 
heir f tery, % Ref ract of an Act of the Univerſity of Glaſ. 
gow, electing me to be Profeſſor of Divinity, and an 
the ¶ Extract of an A of the Presbytery of Irvine, looſing 
\frer | me from the Partſh of Beith ;— And the Reverend Pres. 7 
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61.91 bytery of Glaſgow Having, by rheir pre ent Aft, refuſed 

Do. i 70 admit me 5 the beg Conran of Faith: 185 

h, 3 i hereby proteſt, That the ſaid Refuſal is contrary 75 
1quld | Law; - and that my not ning the ſaid Confeſſion of 
,ofing I Faith 35 through no Default of mine ;—and that there- 
d by fore I ſhall be held and repute, in all Re [petts, asi * 
ranch Lad ſigned the ſame. And Further 2 1 that Tam 
e Al reudy and willing to ſien the ſaid 7 | 
of h1Worher Mering oj * ard . 1 
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called thereto. — And craved ExtraQts of t 
To. this, Proteſt the above · named Rector and Maſters. © 


Ney, in his own Name, and, 
* 1 * f wp 7. 
rs and People, informed. 


alſo a Member of the Pres! 
n the Name of many other Elders. | 
the Presbyrery, that there was great Offence taken againſt 
the Sermon jo often now named, and-defired that the 
Presbytery ſhould make Inquiry into it, if there was 
| Ground for it or not. I am certainly informed, that 
| the! n to have demanded this of the Preſ: 
Numbers of Elders and People, both 
Country, by Way 


rom it, as 


chere was a Deſig 
| bytery,: by great Nu Elders, 
from the City of Glaſgow, and from the 
of Petſtien But they. were diverted fro 
night have been followed with evil Conſequences, in caſe, 
F the Prestytery's Refulal. 


his Proteſt; 


\ * * 
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what! 
And, indeed; we could 


"think this Application peaceable, dutiful, and; | 


cently founded upon the Script 
Presbytery could not in Duty 
Lsps. ſhould keep. Know 


Law at his Mouth :_ 


mon, can never pleaſe G 


in the Opinion of 
the Sermon 
of; "ſeeing © 


clared in {tron 


ure, .and what- the: 
t. For the Prieſts 
Age, and they ſhoutd ſeek the 
au r he is the Meſſenger of the 
ord of Hoſts, Mal: ii. 7. It would have been ſhocking; 
Presbytery ſhould have refuſed to ſatisfy any Number 
of People, demanding, Whether they might pray as 
" a. : as 2 2 | | Me 2.4 — 
taught in that Sermon, and ſafely embrace the Hectrines 
thereof? — And this is what makes (in 
ſome). the Sentence of the Synod, declarin 
ſound and orthodox, more to be complained 
they ſtill conceive, that Praying, as deſexibed in that Ser- 
i d. Ihe Presbytery, after 
much Deliberation, and various Propoſals, appointed a 
Committee of their Number to take Inſpection ot the ſaid 
Sermon, upon the Fama clamoſa 
from the Members already name | 
chere was of Things offenſive in the ſaid Sermon. —l was 
named one of the {aid Committee, which Mr. Leechman - 
 hath-ſinte..made Ground of Co 
| bytery, becauſe I, in particular, declared in ſtęq 
y, that I was much diſſatisfied with ſaid Serw 
OILS A Jos a _ L. OT as has "PN 
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they now learned, both 
, and other Members) 


laint againſbthe,Pre/-" 
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and yet one of his principal Friends in the Prester 
voted for my being à Member of the Committee. I + 
propoſed, that all the Members of the Presbytery, tho 
they were not obliged, by Appointment, to attend, might, 
if they pleaſed; ſir and act as Members of the Committee, 
which was accordingly appointed; — in conſequence of f 
which, the moſt of the Members of the Presbytery mer 
and acted in the Committee. The Presbytery ap- 
ointed the Committee to meet upon the Monday and 
Tueſday, being the fifth and ſixth Days of March, im- 
mediately preceding Wedneſday the ſeventh of Marc h, 
being the ordinary ſtated Day of the Preshytenyis Meet- 
ing. They alſo expreſly inſtructed the Committeezthat 
in caſe they found Ground for the Offence taken'at he 
mentioned Sermon, they ſhould call for Profeflor Leech- ©. 
man, and converſe with him, to ſee what Satisfaction he 
offered; and this, before they ſhould make any Report 
to the. Presbytery. . And this is ſufficient to ſhew the 
Injuſtice of the Clamour raiſed againſt the Presbyrery, by 
Mr. Zeechman's Friends, becauſe the Presbyrery had not 
converſed with him, before they appointed the Commit- 
tee to take Inſpection of the Sermon for the forementioned 
Purpoſes. elt is evident, they could not call for a Com- 
muming Win him, until they ſhould find, 3 i 
that there appeared to them Things offen ive in the ſaid 
Sermon. Whatever particular Members judged, the 
Presbyrery had not found this, neither have they found | 
It to this Day. — And the Committee were appointed 
for this very End, to prevent this Affair coming to a Pre- 
ceſs againſt Mr. Leet hman, hoping, that if Things cen- 
furable ſhould be found, the Profeflor might ſatisfy their 
Committee; in which Report the Presbyrery would have 


rejoiced. its ? 


In the Interval, between the Meeting of the Presbytery 
and Committee, there were all Methods uſed, by Perſons 
rerending to be Friends to Mr. Leechman, and his Cauſe,  ' 
to intimidate the Members of the Committee to proceed — 
n this here were ſcandalous Libels and Al. 
ind fſpread againſt ſome of them; there were 
r 1 5 incen- 


x 


a 
x4 
4 
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incendiary anonymous Letters written ta others, threat - 
* ning, that, in caſe the Committee, or Presbytery, ſhould 
find any Thing culpable in the Sermon, they would make 
Kepriſals, and publiſh- Aanderous Fal ſboods (they con- 
deſſcended on, or inſinuate) at Zondon, againſt ſeveral 
they particularly named, in the Univerſity and Pregby- 
CCC ĩ ĩ A 7 
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a 
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oy ; 
r 


EE et Magn: 
 quiryappointeq, with muc ſoning and Dellberation.— 
| 8 2 / $40 the 5th ofthe Committee confiſted 
2 2 Ten Miniſters and Elders. Upon Tueſday, the. 6th, 
the Committee conſiſted of Nine Miniſters and five Elders, 
The Committee agreed to report to the Presbytery, That 
they ha&made ſome Progreſs, and to move, that they lf 
_ might have Liberty to ſit again: As alſo to deſire, that 


8, Circumſtances, as could not allow them to meet with 
= the Committee) ſome others might be appointed in their 
wy N Stead. "AY 95 9 90 . 4 wei ͤ- . 5 =" 
Th bis Report was wade to the Presbytery on the 7th; 
accordingly they added the Reverend Meſſrs. Ouchter ſon, 
Winiam Maxwell; and 7ohn Warden, to the former ſpe- 
I cial Committee, allowing, as formerly, that every other 
Member of the Presbyrery might fit and a If they plea- 


© * bu 


ed: And appointed the Qommittee to meet that After- 
' noon, and to finiſh their Inquiry, ſo as to be able to ge. 
port to the next Presbyterꝝ to meet upon the 21ſt f 
tze current Month. E 1 WW PF] 
In Obedience to the laſt Appointmenty,the Committee 
met Hora Lge meridiem, conſiſtin 
eight Miniſters, and fi 


5 „ 
. 


Wl ve Elders, and. continued their Se- 
derunt to about Ten of the Clock. They adjourned to 
| the Sth current, at Nine o' Clock in the Morning, appoint- 
ing the Place of their Meeting to he at the North · Weſt 
| - Kirk Seſſion houſe; as lying near by Mr. Leechman's 
1 Lodgings, in caſe they ſhould call for a Communing with 
In the Morning of the 8th, I defired a Member of the 
I  Preciyrery, who bad lived, and continurth/ 66 lin in 


: * 
. 
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= 


Wo Me, 4 


Lin regard two Members of the Committee were in ſuch 


him, according to the Appointment of the Pregbyrery.-+ 
But he ſaid, He. was perſuaded Mr. Leechman would not 
be out of the Way z and I am ſure, his not complying 
with wy. Requeſt, was out of no evil Intention againſt 


much Friendſhip with the Profeſſor, to defire of him, 
that he would not be out of the Way that Forenoon, be- | "4 
| cauſe it was probable, the Committee might | finiſh their y 
Remarks in ſuch, Time, as to defire Communing with © 1 


a -.-. Mi nts Eon 
n- The Committye met, at the Time and Place appointed, 
—conſiſting of fix Miniſters and four Elders.—— They 
ed fiſhed the reading, conſidering, and making Obſerves 
th, upon the Sermon, 5 One of the Clock Afternoon.— 
rs They reſolyed to call for Mr. Zeechman ; and, as to the 
nat Method of Communing with him, agreed to read to him 
* the Obſervations they had made upon his Sermon, and to 

at 


take down in Writing his Anſwers, if he hy any, with- 
out entering into any Diſpute with him 


o 


y making Re- 


ith plies. — Accordingly Mr. Leechman was ſent for to his 
er odgings ; and, not being there, to other Places; but was 


voc fe 
th; ¶ Committee declaring, that 


4 


eir Affairs were ſuch, as they 


ound. . Several of t pee Members of the Specials 


on, ¶ could not be in Town before or at the next Presbyrery, 
ſpe- and no ſooner than the Week lowing, when the Holy 


her Supper was to be given at Glaſgow : The Meeting there- 
lea 4 ore a eed to report to „ that they had 

Wy fiuſhed their Remarks upon the Sermon, but had not 
met with Mr. Lęechman, at thdir-laſt.Sederunt, ys: ot 
they had adjourned their next Meeting unto the of 


. 


April, at Five of the Clock Afternoon, it being the 
Monday after giving the Holy Supper at Glaſgow, when 
many Brethren would be in the 'Town; to which Meeting 
the Moderator. was to deſire Mr. Leechman's Attendance, -- 


bytery ſhould approve of it. „ Ak 
The Presbytery, mer upon Wedneſlay the 22ſt» of 


% 


4 


This Adjournment being made, if the Reverend, Preſe 


March. The foregoing Report was made to them. They 
continued the Committee, and appointed they ſhould meet 
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an appeared before the Pyeshytery, and defired they 
would read to him what was in their Minutes relating to 
| his Sermon upon Prayer. The Presbytery granted his 
Deſire; and he proteſted to have Leave to complain to 
tbe Synod, for Injury done him, by the Procedure of the 
W faid Presbytery, promiſing to give in the Reaſons of his 
W Complaint in due Time; whereupon he took Inſtruments 
in the Presbyzery Clerk's Hands. The Presbytery ap- 
pointed their Committee to draw up Anſwers to the fore- 
laid Reaſons, when giten nn. 
Upon Monday, the 2d Day of April, the Committee 
of Presbytery, according to their former Adjournment, 
met in the North-Weſt Kirk, Seffion-houſe. * They reſo]- | 
Ii ved, that if Mr. Leechman, after hearing their Remarks, 
Wl ſhould give verbal Anſwers, to take them down in Wri- | 
WT ting; bur if he ſhould demand a Copy of the Remarks, | 
and Time to draw up Anſwers, it ſhould be granted to | 
bim, Accordingly Mr. Leechman appeared before the 
Committee, and having heard their RBewarks-read unto 
bim, he demanded a e them, and Time to draw 
up Anſwers, which, he declared, he could not pretend to 
| Judge of, and give Anſwers to, extempore.— This was ll. 
granted to him, according to the above-mentioned Reſolve 
of the Committee; and the Clerk appointed to give it 
a6 1000 whe S lll. J 
It cannot be taken amiſs, that J here make the follow- | 
ing ſhort Reflections: — Firſt, That the Capacity of the 
Reverend Synod far exceeded that of Profeflor Leechman, 
for they could judge both the Committee's Remarks, and 
Wl the Profeſſor's An ſwer 5,exrempore, and without any Fore- 
thought, or previous Deliberation, —2d}y, That Mr. 
| Leechman's Complaint againſt the Presbytery is not fair 
or ingenuous, as if the Committee were to oblige him to 
anſwer &x#empore, and to refuſe him a Copy of their Re- 
marks, when he ſhould be called to commune with them, 
I! and that becauſe, as he alledgeth, a Member of the Pre/-| 
Ill © bytery had deſired it of the Committee at a former Meet. 
ing. and, which they had unanimouſly refuſed : Tho', for 
my Part, I remember no ſuch Propoſal and Refuſal, and 
A e Lag 


ares to. „ 0 


now find no ſuch in the Minutes; befides, it was Time 
enough to grant it, when Mr. Leechman ſhould. declare 
to the Committee he wanted it, and ſhould ask it vt 
them. Both the Complaint againſt the Presbytery, and 
what Mr. Leechman ſaid before the Committee, anent his 
Inability to anſwer the Committee's elaborate Remarks, 
as he calls them, without a Copy and Time, are the more 
ſurpriſing, that he had from the Committee's Meeting, 
upon the 8th of March, a Copy of the Committee's Re- 
marks, by the Favour of the Moderator of the Presby- 
ec WW tery, and which neither I, nor any other Member of the 
t, Presbytery or Committee ever quarreled. This ac- 
1- counts ſufficiently for the Profeflor's great Ability in com- 


- 


5, poſing his long elaborate Anſwers to the Committees 
. in ſuch a ſhort Time, as from Monday Eight 
0 Clock at Night, to W, edneſda ' Five o' Clock in the 


Afternoon, tho the Tueſday and Wedneſday, from Morn- 

he ing to late at Night, were ipent in Meetings of the 80 
* and its Committees, where the Profeſſor punctually at- 
aw tended.— Did he not unduly delay his own Affair, in 
to not giving in theſe Auſwers to the Oates Mondays 
vas Night, when it is preſumable he had them ready? _ * 
lve lt was reſolved in the Committee, That, in regard Mr. 
e it Leechman's Complaint was no Appeal, and therefore did 
not fiſt the Fresbyte as Parties before the Synod, nei · 
o- ther were they under Summons to anſwer to the ſaid Com- 
the plaint before the Synod; they would not fo far ſubmit to 
aan, an Illegality, which might be an evil Precedent, and fol“ 
and lou ed with Conſequences highly prejudicial to Juſtice in 
ore- this Church, as to take any Notice of the ſaid Complaint, 
Mr. when given in to the Committee of Bills, or appear as 
fair Parties before the nod. 2 lo Rl Ig 


m to Upon Tueſday, the zd of April, the Syned met: In 
Re- their firſt Sederunt they ſhewed great Partiality towards 
hem, Mr. Leechman; for they appoint him to be inrolled in 
pre, che Number of the Precbyrery of Glaſgow, tho? it was 
Meet · ¶ twice reclaimed againſt; tho' it was notour, there was an 
', for Appeal from the Sentence of the Presbytery of Irvine, 
j Tooting his Relation from the Pariſh of Beith, and oy 


WW they.knew he was not admitted aMember of the Preshyte- 
iſ £4 of Gla go. For they gave this as one of the Reaſons 
K ther Sentence, taking the Inquiry out of the Hands 


at Profeffor Lebchman was a Member of their Court, 
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of the Synod, the Mo- 


teſtation and Complaint, given in by Mir. TW Sa Leech- 
Univerſity. of Gla/ow, 


7 


gow, by ſeveral of their 


fiſted by Appeal nor Summons; an 


4 _ 
F g 
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— ͤ 


take in this Affair at their firſt Dyet To- morrow. 


the Synod, — It was moved by ſome Members, That, to 
I Top the Mouth of Clamour, and to prevent People's re- 
Wi! griving bad Impreſſions from Mr, Zeechman's Complaint, 
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the Prevbyrery of Glaſzow into their own Hands, 


The Presbyrery.of Glaſgow met, after the Rifing of | 


IF 
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Againſt the Presbytery of 4 and ſome Procced- 
hat Þ ; him. — The Complaint 8 
was taken in by the. Synod; but the Presbytery of Gla/- 
» | Of tl Members, declared, that they 
could not fift themſelves, as Parties, before the Synod, 
to anſwer to this Complaint, in regard they were neither 
Or Sum nd no Perſon was obliged 
to anſwer to any Complaint before a Court, without le- 
gal Warning and Summons.— After long Reaſoning, the 
Synod proceeded to frame an Interlocutor, finding the 
 Presbytery of ,Glaſzow obliged ts anſwer as Parties; 
but, obſerving a Member of the Presbytery ready to pro- 
teſt and appeal, they dropt their Sentence they were 
framing, and reſted in this General, That they would | 


... _ FA — 


Conduct, in breaking in upon the eſſential Forms of Jar 


| of the Presbyrery produced a apet, containing Anſwers 3 
to Profeffor Zeechman's Complaint, which was read, a- 


Preslytery of Glaſgom paſſed againſt him, in relation 


3 of Faith, according tn AR of Parliament. —— The In- 
ſufficiency of this 


che Presbytery refufing it, ſet down at large in the for- 
. The 2d Reaſon is, The Prechytors ee ting a "2 


cus and abuſi ve Speeches againſt Mr. Leechman, and had 
X ſhewn himſelf his Adverſary and Accuſer; and that the 
Presbytery had not cenſured bim for ſaid Expreſſions, 
of which all the Inſtances he could beter een given, and 
Complained of, to the Synod.—— Tt 


Mr. Zeechman's Friends in the Presbytery, which he 


- 
8 * - 


[ tg 1] Woke. 


it might be adviſeable to give in Anſwers ta the ſaid 
Complaint; and, waving Forms of Juſtice, to plead be 
fore the 4 ſeeing that the Aſſembly might aſten- 
wards declare themſelves. diſſatisfy d with the nas 


ſtice, and the Liberties of the Subject, by their forcang 
cedented Manner, This was agreed to 4; and a Member 


mended, and approved of; and a Memhex of the Prem 
bytery, who Was alſo a Member of the Committe of 
Bills, was appointed to give it in to the Bills, to be tranſ- 
mitted by them to the Syngd, at their firſt Meeting To · 

5 6. * er 


morrow. _ 


* 


Mir. Leec hman's Complaint againſt the Prebyrery 
confiſts of no ſpecial Article againſt any Sentence of. the 


to his Sermon upon Prayer, tho! his Complaint be re- 
ſtricted to their Proceedings in that Affair. 

The firſt Reaſon. of his Complaint is, The Prejudice 
they had ſhewed againſt him, from the Time of his E- 
letion,—by refuſing. to allow him to fign the Con Von 


Reaſon appears, from the Reaſons of | 


mer Part of this Hiſtory, 


ber on the Committee, who had uttered ſeveral outrage- 


f, Syn0d.— principal Anſwers 
were. That the ſtrong. Expreſſions uſed by the foreſaid 
Member, were uttered againſt Mr. Leechman's Sermon, 
and not againſt his Perſon ; — That the foreſaid Perſon 
had manifold worſe Reflections caſt upon his Perſon, by 
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by Chriſtianly 
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weld 
— 


| Clitiftiaely and generouſly forgave, the“ the Proibytery 
=. took no Notice of them; That if the foreſaid Perfon . 
vas diflatieficd with the Sermon, he was much fitter to 
de upon the Inquiry, rhar he might either receive Satis 
faction from others, or aſſiſt to find out the Truth: 
Ss That Mr. Teechman had made no Complaint to the Pres- 
1 ee any Injury done him by the Perſon complain- 
A ok, nor had they refuſed to do him Juſtice 5 —— And, 


4 


= finally, that foreſaid Perſon diſowns the Expreſſions as 5 
read as falſe and calimnious ; and reſerves Liberty to 
W Himſelf to purſue Mr. Leechman for Calumny and Slane 


- 


der, when and where be ſhall find moſt juſt, 
His 3d Reaſon of Complaint is, The Presbytery's 
tranſgreſſing the Rules of this Church, ſuch, as Form of 
Proceſs, Chap, 7. Sect. 4. and Sect. 3d of the ſaid Cha- 

pter; — and that the PFesbytery had not made this In- 
= quiry ſooner,” the Sermon having been publiſhed nine or 
een Months before, and undergone a ſecond Edition.—— 
Phe principal Anſwers to this are, — That the Presby- 
ter have as yet entered into uo Proceſs againſt Profeſſor 

Tabea . Thas all they had done was no more than 
2 Precognition; — That their Proceedings hitherto, even 
nin this Precognition, went upon a fama clamoſa; — That 
W they needed not inquire into the Riſe, Sc. of this; for 
it is evident, the Publiſhers and Spreaders of the Sermon 
gave the Riſe to this; That there was no Need to {peak 
to Mr. Leechman before any ſuch Inquiry, — it being no 
Proceſs, and relating to a Sermon publiſhed to the ' 5 | 
World, and every-where offenſive to many ſerious Chri- 
ſtians— And that the Presbyrery of Glaſgow was un- 
der no more Obligation to inquire” into the {aid Sermon, 
than any «ther Presbytery in Scotland except the Pres- 
bytery of Irvine, until he came to reſide in their Bounds. 
His ath Reaſon of Complaint is, Undue Delay of the 
WW Committee to bring this Inquiry into a Concluſion, ſo as 
Mr. Leet hman might have no Opportunity to app al 
do the Synod, if he found himſelf injured by the final 
Sentence of the Presbytery. — If the Committee and 
Presbytery_ had uſed the Syr0d's Diſpatch, in an Af. 


fait 
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fair of fo great Importance, both to Truth and the Peace 

of this' Church, as alſo to Mr. Leechman's Character, 
eee 
but, tis hoped, the 2 * fimple Relation given above, -- 
of the Proccedings of the Committee and Pregbyrery,.. .. ? 
will fatisfy every impartial Perſon of the Injuſtice of the: 
Charge, and will 2 Mouths of others. 


Next Morning the Presbyrery's Anſwers to Mr. Leeb 
man's Complaint; having been given in to the Committee 


for Bills, and were by them tranſmitted to the Synod; tho 


no Notice be taken of this in the Synod Minutes. 1 
In this Sederunt of the Synod, 4th of April, the Pro- 
feſſor's Complaint, Presbytery Minutes, which were very 1 
ſhort, the Reaſons of his Complaint, and Presbyteryß 
Anſwers, were read. The Presbytery of Gl, Keen 5 
and ſome Members of it, ſuffered much from the Partia- 
lity of the Synod, and ſeveral of its Members. Some 


x very injurious Reflections were caſt out againſt the Re- 


verend Presbytery, by ſome Members, and which a. 
127 Member of the Synod,” in an after Sederunt, obſerved to 
the Synod, were much worſe than any 8 Mr. 
Leechman complained; had been uttered by a Member 
a We tbe Preclytery againſt him, for which he complaing 
* apainſt the Presbyrery for Partiality, becauſe they had 


complained” to them; and yer ſeveral Members of the * 
Presbytery, tho they preſently complained to the Synod 
0 of foreſai Ex 181 could have no Redreſs.— It was 
le obſerved by cle Member complained of, and who was 
{now declared, by Mr. Zeechman, and his two Presby- 
n- rey Adherents, to be Mr. Robe, be the ſaid Mr. Robe 
n, obſerved to the Synod, that the great Part of Mr. Leech 
” man's Complaint againft the Presbyrery, conſiſted of 4 
„ frandalous Libel againft Mr. Robe; — That Mr. Zeerh- 
man had really broken the Form of Proceſs founded upon 
plain Scripture Rules, which he wrongoully is on. 
CK Ip e ; for he had never ſpoken to Mr. Robe 
of thele Grounds of Complaint, before this Libel gien 
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| | of the Synod had Spoke much, a Motion was made by a 
Member of the Presbytery of Glaſgow ; that the Pre/- 
. bytery ſhould meet that Afternoon and receive the An- 


_ 
W 


ty bad made 2. terrible Outcry, againſt the Preslyte · 
Mr. Robe was only bound to anſwer to the laid Li- 


Time: — Only, for vindicating himſelf, he declared, 
that the Charge againſt him was falſe and injurious; 
75 notwithſtanding of all this, the Synod ſhewed ſuch 


att Mr. ne Wit- 
gneſſecs upon it — particularly, the Moderator of the Sy- 
nod, at Mr. Leechman's Defire, and ſome Members of the 


bieard Mr. Robe ſay in the Committee, That he was ain- 
ning not only at the Author of the Sermon, but at an Ar- 
mimian, Socinian, Arian and dei ſtical Club, of which the 


heard Mr Robe utter no ſuch Expreſſions, and cleared 
him in the Audience of the whole Synod. — 

| fo ſurprifiog, that they deſiſted from any further Exami- 
nation of Witneſſes. Mr. Robe was going to proteſt, and 
appeal to the Aſſembly; but did not inſiſt upon the y- 


the Remarks made by the Committee of Preshytery, and | 5 


Wl receive in what Anſwers Profeflor Leechman ſhould off 
and to judge of theſe Anſwers as far as could well be Joke 


| was given way to by other Members of Presbytery pre- 


f 
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ry for this, tho? without Ground. 5 | 2dly, That 


bel before his own Presbytery, prima inſtantia, and that 
he could not be obliged to awer before the Synod at this 


% 


7 7 as, without any further Ceremony, to proceed, 
Leechman's Deſire, to expiſcate and examine Wit- 


Synod backing it, called up the Moderator of the :Pre/- 
bytery of Glaſgow, and began toexamine him, if he had 


Author was Head, or Member or Tool, or Words to that 
Purpoſe. To which the Moderator anſwered, That he 


— This was 


* 2 . . . 40 100 
nod's giving over their 1 en,; I 
After Parties on both Sides, and intermingling Members 


wers, Profeſſor Leechman ſhould be ready to give in to 


after conſidering theſe Anſwers, to give ſome Judgement 
concerning them, either by declaring themſelves ſatisfied 
with them, or not ſatisfied with them, or to refer the 
whole Affair to the Synod to Morrow, —— This Meeting 


by 
— 


of the Presbyrery, and the Committee of Presbytery to 


ent, after ſome Exceptions, and Limitations; this Meet- 


ing the Synod allowed off, but a * 1 27 not.— 
Committee of Presbytery was called by the Moderator 


of the Presbytery of Glaſg ov, to Meet pro re nata in 


Mr. Srerling's Seſſion Houle, at four of the Clock after- 
noon, and the Presbytery to meet in the fame Place, 
half an Hour afterward. This was Intimate from the 
Chair, at the Deſire of the Presbyrery of Glaſgow, —The 


Synod ſuſpended any turther Procedure in this Cauſe un- 
till to Morrow when a Report was to be made at the firſt 


Sederunt, by the Prestyrery of Glaſgow.  _ 


of their Moderator : There were eleven Miniſters pre- 


W ſent, and no fewer Elders —- The Moderator jrepreſented 


to them, that having been informed, that Profeſſor Leech- 


man's Anſwers to the Committees Obſerves on his Ser- 


mon were ready : Hethe Moderator had called them to 
receive theſe. Anſwers, as they knew by the Intimation 
made by the Moderator of the Syzod at his Defire — 


The Committee unantmouſly approved bei MeAkgs” 
| tors _ them for the Ag wy mentioned, and 


Time and Place.—— Accordin 
ed in the Committee, produced and ſubſcribed Anſwers 
to the Committees Remarks upon his Sermon, and hay- 
ing read them over in the Committee, delivered them to 


i the Clerk. The Committce confidering, that the Preſ- 


— The 


— 


as to 
y Mr. Leechman appear- 


byterys Inſtructions to them, obliged them to give ſome 


Judgement upon the Profeſſors Anſwers, whether they 
were fatisfying or not, when they ſhould make their 


Report to the Presbytery; They refolved to Read 


through the firſt of their Remarks, and Profeſſor Leech- 


nan's Anſwer to it, and after judging whether the An- 
ſwers were ſatisfying or not, proceed to the ſecond Remark 


and Anſwer, and ſo forward. — After about three Hours 
Reaſoning.—or very long Reaſoning, it was agreed to 
to put the following Queſtion, ſati ſj 
ſer or not ? it carried not ſatisfied, —Several Mem- 


bers of the Committee declared they were not clear to Vote, 


"TE C32 either 


\ | 


wit h ſaid firſt An. 


; | : 


At four o'Clock Afternoon, the Committee of the Preſ<. 
| bytery met, in the Place appointed, according to the Call 


4 4 5 * e ; 4 3% 2 | 
either ſatisfied or diſſatiſied ; after all that they had "ww, 
Wo unleſs they had, Copies of the Profefſor's Anſwers, and 
dme Time to deliberate upon them: And therefore they 


declined to Vote at this Time. 


S whe Conte rn Jeon be Tam - 
NN e for them to make farth 


_ 
- — 


OY 
* 


racticable for them to n ther Procedure for this 
Night. Aud therefore agreed to giye in to the Pregby- 
_ Fery their Remarks upon Mr. Leechman's Sermon, his 
& Anſwers to their Remarks, and their procedure in Judg- 
ment asfar as they had come. It is to be remembred, 


chat Profeſſor Leechman, when he gave his Anſwers tothe 
Committee, told them that he had no other Copy of his An- 
= fivers, beſides what he had given into the Committee, and 
= therefore that he might be loved afterwards a Copy of 
| them, which it was but reaſonable to grant.——lt is alſo 
| highly preſumable, that Profeſſor Leechman might have 
given in theſe very Anſwers, upon Munday's Night, when 
be was with the Committee, and had their Remarks read 


— — — . 'Y : 2 —— 3 2 — — — ——— — 


2 


A n * 42 2 1 > 4 > 4 . 9 24 * - 
18 bim.— lt was at leaſt: paſt nine at Night before the 
W Committee adjourned : , He could not well have the Copy 


of the Committees Remarks from the Clerk until next 
"WPI eee 
pen of the Synod and of the Committee of Bills 


W 77ene/day he ws 0 in a very long Sederunt, there 


wh a neceffity upon him, to make . y Anſwers to the | 
\M or deſigned Delays? 


The Presbyrery being conſtitute, the Committee wack, 
V the 


— 


— 


| the aforeſaid Report, and gave in their Remirks' upon 
9 Mr. Leechman's Sermon, with his Anſwer to the NG, 


des the firſt, wherewith they declared themſelves dif. 

Aatisficd.— The nden 

Anſwers to be read, which acc 
found that they could not with Ju 


were fatisfied or diflatisfied with Profeſſor Leechman's 
Anſwers. And therefore as it was propoſed by ſome, 

that the Presbytery ſhould refer the whole Affair to the 
Sy nod; others again could not ſee any good Reaſon 
hy they ſhould refer it to the Synod, for even thoſe 


Miniſter and Elder, looked upon th Committees Re · 


„ECC ²⅛˙y] ⅛ͤ.sn OST 


Y 10d, which they looked apon as highly injurious. Für. 


4 | ment to decide this Affair, eſpecially after the Declara- 


ad i £54 


to make any Judgment vpon the Profeſſor s Anſwers, be- 


dere the! Revarks and | 
accordingly was done. T 

—.— declare * 
Time, and without further Deliberation, whether they 


4 


who were for referring it, did not think: that there was 
any 1 Intricacy in the Affair, yea two of them, a 


marks as groundleſs. Beſides by the Majority, it was“ 
thought, that referring it; eſpecially aſter the Keeneſs ay 
aring amongſt ſeveral Members of the Synod, would 
a tacit Acknowledgment, that Mr. Leechman had 
Reaſon for the very irregular. Complaint, he had made 
of the Presbytery, and ſome of their Members, to the Sy- 


: 


ther they could not ſee how it was poſſible for the Synod 
in the ſhort Time they could be together, with ] udge· 


tion, ſeveral Members of the Presbytery had made, that 
it would be needful for them to have Copies of the Re: 
marks and Anſwers to deliberate ' upon them for ſome. 
Time, before they could give their Judgment as became 
Members of ſuach a Judicature : And therefore they could 
not ſee how the Members of ſuch a great Body as the 
Synod, who had no previous Acquaintance with the Cauſe, 
could with decency - and Judgement decide it at this 
Time. *Tis true indeed, that at firſt Sight, to reaſon | 
from our Incapacity to Judge in our Circumſtances in a 
Le] Ae PS 
ſhort Time, to the Incapacity of ſeveral Members of che 
Snod whoſe Circumſtances were much worſe to Judge 


W in ſuch a ſhort or even N ime, may appear to be 
elf conceit and Arrogance in the Members of the Preſe | 
wy byiery : But its hoped that whoſoever take more than a 
a firſt tight View, will think our way ot Reaſoning was juſt, 
and no ways Immodeſt.— It was therefore propoſed, that 
che Clerk thould cauſe write, out Copies of the Commit- 
ties Remarks, and of the Profeſſors Anſwers, at the Ex- 
wy pence of every Member of the Presbyrery who ſhould. 
WH call for them, that they might conſider carefully the Pro- 
fers Anſwers, and be ripe to give their Judgement, 
whether they were ſatisfying, or not, at the next Meet- 
ing of the Presbyrery. And that the Presbytery ſhould 
be appointed to meet and continue their Meetings from 
Day to Day, until they ſhould bring this Affair to ſuch a 
Wy Concluſion, as if Mr Leechman ſhould think himſelf in- 
= jurcd by their Sentence, he might have Room to apply 
do the General Aſſembly to meet in May firſt to come, 
which they would not oppoſe but rather joyn with him to 
have it taken in, by the honourable Aſſembly, tho? the 
Syncd was paſſed.— After ong Reaſoning, the Presby- 
zery came to this State of a Vote, Refer the Muir to the 
Synod, or appoint a Day for conſidering it further before 
the Presbytery in order ro bring it to an ifjue afſonas | 
Pofſible——It carried by a great M:jority appoint. — 
There being only fix Members of at leaſt twenty four, who 
vored Refer.— l am indeed uncertain about one Vote, ſo 
that ſeven at the utmoſt voted Refer. — And therefore the 
Presbytery appointed Tueſday the ſeventeenth iuſtant for 
the. purpoſe above mentioned; reſolving to continue their 
wy Sederunts, till they bring the Affair to a Concluſion.— 
Wl They alſo appointed Copies of the Remarks and Anſwers 
do be written for the Uſe of the Members of the Presby- 
Fery, that they may be ripe to give their Judgement a- 
%%% / 0 1 
The n this, unanimouſly appointed and 
impowered their Moderator, or any other Member of the 
FTreslytery to appeal in their Name from the Sentence of 
= the S/ynod to the next General Aſſembly.— In Caſe the 
Wl Sn0d ſhould take this Affair under their Cognizance be- 


fore 


— 


fore the Presbytery had judged in it,—In- Caſe the Sy. 
nod ſhould. judge prima inſtantia of the Tabel con- 
tain'd in, the Complaint, againſt one of their Number. 
And laftly incaſe the Reverend Synod ſhould command. 
err Clerk to deliver unto them the Papers. Tne Pref 
 bytery was diſmiſſed about eleven at Night | 
Db pon the fifth of April in the Forenoon, the 1 
ing Retolurions of the Preshytery were reported to the 
Synod by the Moderator of the Presbytery.— lt was fur- 
ther reported to the S nod by Meſſr.. John Hamilton and 
William Craig Miniſters, and John Bouman Elder, 
That as they and ſome other Members of the Presbytery 
had voted to refer this Affair to the Reverend Synod, o 
theſe three deſired it to be marked in the Minutes, that 
V7 AE I ena 0 
Mr. Leechman craved, that ſince the Presbytery had 


refuſed to tefer his Affair to the Synod, the Reverend 

Synod would now proceed to take his Proteſtation and 
\ Complaint under their Confideration, and give Judgement 
* upon it, to which the Synod agreed, - 


Mr. Robe made the following Proteſtation, which he 
defired might be centred into the Minutes of the Synod, 
and thereupon took Inſtruments in the Clerks Hands, viz. 
I Mr. 7ames Robe Miniſter at Kilſyth in entring-en 


* * the 3 this Day in the Cauſe of Mr. Leechman a- 
© gainſt the Preshytery of Glaſgow, which really contains 
bs *a Callumnious Libel, againſt a Minifter of the ſaid Preſ- 
for . *Þytcry 3 which was Yeſterday explained to be me the 
cir 8 © {aid Mr. Robe, do hereby proteſt that my Pleadings in 
158 ſaid Cauſe, both Yeſterday and to Day, ſhall not be con- 
ers ſtructed, as my ſubmitting to the Synod, as my Judges 
by- prima Inſtant ia, in that Label ; nor prejudge my Right 
* * of entring a Complaint againſt the ſaid Mr. Leechman 
38 before his immediate Judges for the ſaid Calumnious Li- 
and f bel, which he ſhall never be able to prove: eſpecially 
the . Conſidering that ſeveral in the Synod, ſhewed ſuch Par- 
of ' tiality, that by their their Influence the Moderator uſed 
Fade Nr Endea vours to expiſcate Teſtimonies in the Face 
bar of the Synod, to prove the laid callumnious Libel againſt 


me, 


A 
me 


1 


ur 
1 
” 


© me, notwithſtanding wy repeated reclaiming againſt ſuch 
Proceedings, and offering to Proteſt Meas it, and even 
the Teſtimony of one of the Witneſſes was actually taken, 
aſter Mr. Leechman defired it, without asking me, if 1 
ad any Thing to object. ——To this Proteftation I _ 
bend in the Synod Minutes, the Moderator replies, that 
0 far as he was concerned, he had done nothing, but by 
W the expreſs Direction of the Synod. — This Anſwer. I do 
dot controvert, and adduce it as an Evidence, Xt of the 
tt Partiality of the Moderator with whom the Predbyrery 
= of Gage ayd I have no Controverſy ; but of the Par- 
Gality of che Hynod, againſt whom. we cry. for Juſtice to 
che venerable Aſſemb y. VVV 
Then the Papers concerning this Cauſe were read be- 
Wy force the Snod.— Several very extraordinary Speeches 
= wcre made in the Synod, which I defire to e 
W which for the fake of the Character of the Speakers, 1 
= could wiſh may be forgotten, by the many who were, 
ſtumbled at them. The Iſſue of all was in this ſtrange 
Sentence, Namely, «The Synod confidering the 5 5 4 
of the Profeſſor's Complaint, the importance of the 
Cauſe, the neceſſity of making Diſpatch in it, and that the 
Reverend Profeſſor was a Member their Court, tho“ 
W © not admitted yet by the Presbytery of Glaſgou into 
their Number, (by the by; the Synod at the beginning 
I * bad inſert him. in the Roll of the Presbytery of Glai- 
„ gow) agreed to Call for the Remarks made by the Com- 
mittee of the Presbytery of Glasgow, upon the Profeſ- 
( ſor's Sermon, and the Profeſſor's Anſwers to them, to be. 
(laid before the Synod. — Parties being called in, this 
WL Sentence of the Synod was intimate to them. Profeſſor 
= ZLechman declared his great Satisfaction in the Synods 
WY Sentence, and gave them his hearty Thanks for it, as 


it by the Committee; and à Copy of his Anſwers to tile 
W fame, ſubſcribed by his own Hand, and thereupon took 
Inficuments in the Clerks Hands.——l.cannot miſs to ob- 
ſerye, that Profeſſor Leechman when he gave in his” An- 
VVV nn IFN  twers 


Hai 
1 
40 


— 


ſwers to the Committee in the Evening before, ſaid he had 0 

no other Copy, and therefore defired that he might have 
a Copy of hüt Anſiyers, when he ſhould demand 1t,——lt | 
was about Eleven at Night when the Presbyrery diſmiſj- 
{ed —And now,next Day, inthe Cloſe of the Forenoons 
8 ercnt, he gives in a ſigned Copy of his Anſwers to the 77 
Had. —In the Afternoon Meeting I deſited him to 

explain to me, how his giving in a different Copy, from 

e Presbytery at the Forenoon Mect- 

ing of the Synod, was confiltent with what he had de- 
clared in the Committee Yeſternight, that he had no o- 
ther Copyz to this 1 got no ſatisfying Antwer——The | 
Reader may fee the Story of Eprſcopitys z he gave inthe + 
| andy Copy ot his Oration to the Synod of Dort, and yet 


in the Atternoon he gave another Copy to the Secretary | 
of the Deputies of the States, 9 ee occaſioned after- 
Varqds a good deal of Altercation between the Synod and 
70 Ln ˙ m ˙ A b 
| Mr. John Gillies, Moderator of the Presbytery, took 
an Appeal, in the Preslytery's Name, and by their Ap- 
pointment, from this Sentence of the FSynod, to the next 
4 General Aſſembly, Sc. — Declaring at the ſame Time, 
chat he took this Appeal as the Presbytery's Servant, and 
1 in no other Capacity. Meſſrs. John Hamilton, Nil- 
| liam; Craig, and Collin Campbel, Miniſters, and: John _ 
| Houman Elder, declared their Acquieſcence in the G- 
„ nod's Sentence, and their Diflent from the Appeal taken 
s tbe Moderator of the Preslteſp, and in the Pre/- - 
R ume hin rent were th aorlain v5, 
ö Then the Synod required the Moderator of the Sreſ- 
beter of Glaſgow: to deliver unto. them, at their next 
Meeting, Copies of the Committee of Freslytery's Re- 
marks, and Profeſſor Lęechman's Anſwers, as they were 


to enter upon, that Affair in the Afternoop's Sede tnt; 
And the e adjourned to Seven o' Clock at Night. 

I refer to 1 of Appeal given by the Pre/- 
Mer of Glaſgow, ahd_to. the Pack here narrated, © | 
videncing the great Partiality of the Sed, and how 
much Reaſon the 7 had to appeal 3 
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iT: we had none ſuch.— Neither did any of the Members 
the Synod pretend ſuch an Iutricacy ; but ſome of them 


= manifeſts ſufficiently that they found nothing dark or 


_ pnod's drawing it to themſelves Neither can any Sen- 


KReaſon of the Synod's taking the Cauſe, in this irregular 
Way, before them. For as the Presbytery had paſſed 


— 


1 


Clamoſa of there being offenſive and dangerous Ways of 


= Truth, and out of a Regard to that; and, in the ſecond 
Place, for the Vindication of our Brother if found inno- 
cent, and the reclaiming of him, if found guilty. — 
deed {aid, as one Ground of their 


therefore, xc. But ey have not ventured to ſay, that 


their own Cogniſance; | becauſe they judged the Presbyre- 


© Sentence, —Many Members of the Synod ſhewed an un- 
common Keenneſs to have this Affair before them, and to I 10 
judge in it. As the Presbyzery could ſee no great In- I frc 
tricacy in the Affair, to incline them to refer it to the th 
nod, or to call for Afﬀiſtance in any kind from them; th 

10 they conceived it would have been ridiculous to have || re 
made a Reference, without ſuch a Reaſon, (without which I © 


there ſhould be no Reference from an inferior to a ſupe- 
rior Judicature;) and that it would have been wicked to 
have pretended ſuch a Reaſon, when we were of Opini 


ſpoke contemptibly of the Committee's Remarks. The 
quick Decifion of the Affair afterwards by the Synod, 


intricate in/ it. 80 this could not be the Reaſon of the 
tence of the Presbytery of Glaſgow, ſhewing Partiality 
and Prejudice againſt Mr. Lo-Fi, be pretended, as the 


no Sentence againſt Mr. Leechman, only had appointed 
a Committee to inquire into his Sermon, upon 4 fama 


teaching in it; and this in Obedience to an Act of Aſ- 
ſembly ; fo they did this, firſt, for the preſervation of 


Neither doth the Reverend Synod ade. this. It is in- 
entence, that they had 
conſi dered the Grounds of the Profeſſor's Complaint, and 


they had found theſe Grounds either Fact or relevant. 
Beſides, if the Reverend Synod had drawn this Cauſe to 


7 partial, and prejudiced againſt the Profeſſor, they 
would not (I am ſure they ſhould not) have allowed the 


Prestytery to fit with them as Judges in this Affair, 


when 
25 . | 


** 


when they did not exclude any Member of the Presby- 
ee from being, that pleaſed to acquieſce in the H- 
sod's Sentence, — And therefore it could not proceed 
from the Synod's judging the Prechytery partial, that 

e if they gave the Sentence complained of. t remains then, 
5 chat ſt proceeded from an undue Partiality in the .Reve-' 

e rend $yn04, in favours of Mr, Leechman, and againſt the 

h Nl Presbytery of Glaſgow, 3 „FC Ne ay. 
"This appeared 


þ VE WE Ck of farce] befive- 
o iff the Synod, who cried for Diſpatch to vindicate Mr. Leech- 
n nan's Character, without fo much as the leaſt Word for a 
f I f@perior Concern ; and which we ought to have inthe firſt; 
n Place, tho? not ſeparate ftom the other, for the preſerving ; 
e Truth, and purity of Doctrine, in our Mother-Church,—' + 


d, I Theſe were the two Points the Presbytery.confidered as 1 
or inſeperable, and which they aimed at in their due Place. 
ne And in this they have been hindered by the Synod, © 
n- K whether juſtly or unjuſtly the Venerable Aſſembly will 

ty judge. How unlike to former General Aſſemblies have: 
he the Synod been, in their Carriage towards the Reverend, 
ar N Presbytery of Glaſgow —— The Aſſembly were fo far, 


ed tom taking a Proceſs againſt the late Mr, John Simp- 
ed /n, of great Intricacy and Difficulty, out of the Preby- 
ma Niers Hands, that, at the earneſt Defire of the Precby- _ 
tery, they appointed a ſpecial Committee ta meet with = 


the Presbyrery, when the Presbytery ſhould think it 
| of Fneedful, and call for them. The Aſſembly knows very 
nd I well, that the Reverend Presbytery of Glaſgow were ta 
be encouraged to Vigilance and Zeal, and not diſeourag- 
— ed and borne down; conſideringithat it hath fo fallen out, 
in- that the Profeſſors of Divinity in the Univerſity of Glaſ- 
gow, viz. Mr, Cameron, Mr. Strang, Mr, Simpſon, have 
and Ieiven more Trouble to the Church, with their Ways of 
hat bn than ſhe hath had from all the other Profeſ- 
ant. lors of Divinity in the Church. And ſhould a Presby- 


to er, that is called immediately to watch over the Puri- 

te- iy of Doctrine taught within their Bounds, be fo much 
hey orne down and diſcouraged, as the Presbytery of Glaſ- 

the gew hath been by this Sentence of the Synod? © © 


i 7 MK k 


I proceed now to preſent firſt the Members of the Ve. 
nerable Aſſembly, and then the whole World; with an 
Account of the Procedure of the Synod in an Affair, con. 
WW fidering all Circumſtances, of the greateſt: Importance to 
= Truth, and the Mediatory Scheme, {o much oppoſed and 
diſregarded at this Time in Brita, a Procedure, to 
which it will be hard to find a Parallel fince the Refor- 
Fü n 
The Synod had been adjourned to Seven o Clock at 
Night. —It was ſome while after before the Synod met, — 


= It was ſuppoſed by ſome who 97 55 according to Rules of 
Juaſttice, and the fixed Forms of Procedure in this Church 
Affair, and forbear to execute a Sentence the Presbyte/ 
of Glaſgow had appealed from, according to the molt ex- 
pfeſs Appointment and Decree of the Form of Proceſs 
Tua p. 5. Sekt. 10. That the Fulicatouy appealed fron, 
VVV 
W . But it bad been previouſly teſolved, that no Bars ſhould 
© | Hinder chem from vindicating Profeſſor Leechman's Ser 
mon, and declaring themſelves ſatisfied with his And 
ſſwers: For in the Forenoon, one of the keeneſt for Mr} 
Teec hman ſaid to another ſtrong Speaker of the fame 
Stamp, and others about him, before the 9 7 6 met, The 
Presbytery of Glaſgow will appeal, and then we har: 
daone with it. No, faid the other, Let us go on notwith- 
ſtanding: For the Aſſembly will ſhew a great Regard t: 
= c Jens of the Synod. of Glaſgow. ——Strange Pre 
ſumption! to imagine that the General Aſſembly, the {u 
preme Eccleſiaſtical Guardian of Truth and Church- rule 
and Order, an NN CY of many Members, th: 
woſt eminent in the Nation for Piety, Juſtice, Learniny 
and Honour, an Aflembly much more ſuperior to the 8 
©, nod of Glaſgow, than the Reverend 10d is to the Preſ 
dytery; to imagine, that ſuch a Venerable Body woul 
have Regatd to t ee 4 Synod acting knov 
ingly, deliberately, and deſignedly, againſt one of thi 
| welt eſſential Forms of Procedure, appointed by the Ge 
neral Aſſembly, with the Conſent of ne Whole. Church, 
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to the Judgment of a Syvod, which if It were right, conkd: | 
Accident, and not in the leaſt; by Under- | 


x 1 
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only be 0 by 


Thought !—What,a low. Opinion, had ſaid Member, and 
- others of the Venerable Aflembly, of the Qhurch of Sar. 
and? —It may, be expected, that the Aſſembly will re- 


they had aca, done/ a Presbyery, one of the laſt in 
the 


The firſt Thing the Synod did, was to call for the Com- 
mittee of Presbytery's, Remarks, and the Profeſſur's An- 
ſwers to them from the Moderator, of the Presbyrery!'of. 
- Glaſgow; — He anſwered, He could not well call his 
| NT the Rifing of the Synod 3 but if the Synod 
_. pleated, 


ed by the Clerk of the Presbyrery, — he being found in 


rator of the Synod, and the Synod reſolved to p 
upon it as authentick.— All theſe Preliminaries took up a 
conſiderable Time; — ſo that it was now about Nine o 


tho' given by an Oecumenical Sy nod. Strange 


ſtanding, 


& 


ſent, ſuch a Contempt of their Authority, and Judgment, 
as the Synod's proceeding in a Cauſe, after the Injuſtice 


xe Church, made ſaid Presltery appeal and cry to the 
Aſfembly for Redreſs. e | n 


he ſhould then call the Members to meet, and 


ay the Commands. of the Synod before them. But this 
no pon. Proteflor. Leechman: had gi av 
und 


a 


them in Copies of all in the Forengon, — It was 
that the Copy of the Committee's'Rewarks was not fign· 


the Synod, acknowledged the Copy given in, to be the 
Copy he had delivered to Profeſſor Leechman, and that he 
was willing to ſign it, when his Presbytery ſhould order 
him. — This was marked upon the Copy by the Mode- 
proceed 


Clock at Night, if not beyond it. 


Then the Remarks of the Committee were read, and 
Profeſſor Leechman's Anſwers to:them : Alſa ſome Paſ- 
{ages in Profeſſor Leechman's Sermon, and the Paſſages 
in the Confeſſion of Faith, and in our Langer and Shoys 
_ ter Catechiſms referred to in the ſaid Reniarks.——— "The 
Reader may, en paſſant, judge what Time, about fou 
Sbeets of Paper, References to the Sermon, and Confeſſ 
an of Faith, &c. and neceſſary Halts to ſind out ſaid 
Paffages, would take to read, let it be done ever ſo haz 


W ſtily.—The Snod Minutes faith, they were read diſtinc- 
ly, which the Presbyrery admits, and which would take 
2 little more Time. During this Time it was, that a 
WT 2calous' Brother from the Weſt, who ſpoke frequently in 
By the. Cauſe, and who had declared himſelf to be no Here- 
=hunter, cried out, while a Paſſage of the Confeſſion of 

the Confe | 


1 


|; ers to ; and that after the reading of every ſuch | 
Remark and Anſaver, a Pauſe ſhould be made, and a 


o 
% 


Aiſwers, to propoſe any Difficulty that occurred to him, 
Wor. to require any further Explications ; and if the Houſe 
Laas intirely ſilent, it was to be preſumed, the Profeſſor's 
. ey had given ſufficient Satisfaction. 
il .. Several Members declared, that they could not be ripe, 
vy all they could hear at the Time, to give any Judgment, 
10 1 ither juſti ing or condemnin the Profeſſor. — Others ; 
Wideclated, That their Silence ſhould not be conſtructed a 
Patisfaction, with the Profeſſor's Anſwers. One Mini- 
ter told the Moderator, That he came not there to fit as 
j ik Judge, but only to gratify his Curiofity as a Spectator 
land Hearer. Two Reverend Miniſters again and again 
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aſiſted, That there ſhould be a Vote of the Synod, upon 
beir agreeing to proceed in this Affair; but they were 
| i not heard. Two or Three made ſome Exceptions once 
er twice, but were not well treated by ſome Members; 
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band 3 it worth While to ſay any Thing, when 
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. 0 hey ſaw the 


ſte. of the Procedure. , © 
Aſter the Synod had made ſome Procedure, the Reve- 
end Mr. MacCylloch, Miniſter of the Goſpel at Cambu- 
ang. obſerving, as he expreſſeth himſelf in the Reaſons 
Appeal he took from the Synod's Procedure, an Affair. 


of 
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of ſuch -vaſt Importance, carried on that Sederunt with 
ſuch ſtrange ae that there was oftimes not one 


Minute's Space of a Stop or Interval allowed between the 
reading of one Remark and Anſwer and another, for 
Members to object any Thing: He the faid Mr. Mac- 
Culloch proteſted againſt the ſaid Procedure of the Synod, | 
and appealed to the Venerable Aſſembly. This would 


alſo require ſome Time. 


The Members of the General Aſſembly will judge, 
with how great Hurry the Reverend Synod went through 

this Affair; it was between Ten and Ele ven before the 
| Synod went upon judging, whether Profeſſor Leechman s 


Anſwers were 15210 or not. The Synod's Minutes 


ſay, The Committee's Remarks, and the Profeſſor's An- 
ſavers, were read diſtinctly; there were ſome Interrup- 
tions in the various Declarations already mentioned; there 
could not but be ſome conſiderable nc: of Time, in the 
Reverend Mr. MacCulloch's making his Proteſtation and 
Appeal: There was a conſiderable Time in making the 
Synod's Sentence, and in reporting it to Mr. Leechman, 
and his Speech upon it; and laſt of all, in propofing and 
concerting a Communing that Night between the Presby- 
tery of Glaſgow and Mr. Leeehman : Now, let the Bre- 
thren, 6 

" Time remained for Halts and due Intervals, and for De- 
liberation, when the Snod was adjourned before Twelve 
at Night. —— lt will be found, that three Quarters of an 
Hour, or little more, was {ſpent upon a Cauſe, that, by 
| the Synod's Minutes, confiſted of Nine Articles, all of them 


Doctrinal, and ſome of them of conſiderable Intricacy, as 


all of them were of the greateſt Importance. 


What, I thought, was of all the moſt fingular and ob. | 
ſervable, was, that, during the whole Proczdure, not one 
offered to explain or demonſtrate, how Mr. Leechman's 


Anſwers were ſatisfying to the Remarks of the Committee, 


or ſpoke ſo much as the leaſt Word, from Beginning to End, 
how they were ſo.—There was not, as far as I could obſerve, - 


above half a Dozen of Copies of the Sermon in the KA 


nod, —which Mr. Zeechman diſtributed to thoſe about the | 


y 
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in Mr. Leechman's Cauſe, declare, what 
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Tale; uch was the Judgment that was paſſed in this. 
important Affair.—And it were to be wiſhed, that Mem- 
bers of the Synod, of all Sorts, may remember, that. the 
= GOD of Truth was looking upon them, and may enquire 
s their own conſcious Minds, How far they underitood 
what they judged of, and could then give Reaſons, Why, 
= they were ſatisfied with Mr. Leechman's Ai ers! —— 
And whether ſeverals of them were not relolved to be {a- 
If fied, before bee ne, 
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1 er the Cauſe : oo I ena * 
ache Mie, and upon the Whole, the Hod conkdex- 
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ing Profeffor Leechman's Anſauers, found them fully ſa- 
tistying to the Remarks or Objeftions, Me by the 
Committee of the Presbytery 5 Glaſgow; and found, 
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chat he has therein removed any Offence, the Committee 
ſeemed to have concerved in the ſaid Remarks, made by 
chem; [ told them that? — The Committee never 
Ja, ihe Offence was removed from them; — and, to 
= 7his Day, it remains with others as it did ) and there- 
f te, the Hod finds no Reaſon to charge the ſaid Pro- 
W flor with any Unſoundneſs in the Faith, expreſſed in 
W theſe Paſſages complained of in that Sermon. The 
The Sentence was intimated to Profeſſor Leechman, 
& ... whereupon he took Inſtruments in the Clerk's Hands, ex- 
pPteſſing, at the fame Time, (as the Synod's Minutes ſay) 
= the wartveft' Sentiments of Gratitude, to the Reverend, 
W Honorable, and worthy Members; of the, Synod, for the 
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o * * 5 


"TIME and PAINS they had beſtowed in doing Juſtice 
© to his Character; and hoping, that through Divine AC 1 
= fiftance, in the future Exerciſe of his Office, he Jho.Jd 

| Jaftify the favourable Opinion they ſeemed to conce ye of f 
him. — How'tar Mr. Leechman owed them Thanks for 11 
the Manner of their Procedure, which, I am afraid, won't f. 
be reatly convincing, I leave it to impartial Judges now, v 
and to the whole of the following Generation to judge. A 
It was moved by an Honourable Member of the Hod, Will ; } 
That Mr. TZeechman ſhould have, an amicable cen T 
' Conference with the Presbytery of Glaſgow, who, has 

peared diſatisfied with the Conduct of the Synod in this 
Air t was readily agreed to, with a Declaration of 
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Keadigeſs, to comply with every proper Motion that 
ſhould tend to remove Differences. Mr. Robe propoſed, 
that the Conference. ſhould be in the Preſence of two or 
three Members of the Synod, whom he ſhould name, if the. 
Synod would pleaſe to indulge it This being allowed, 
Mr. Robe named two Members, that appeared to be keen- 
eſt upon Mr. Zeechman's Vindication, namely, the Re- 
verend Mr. Fohn Orr, and the Honourable Mr. Patrick 
SBayle, with the Moderator of the Synod :— This he did, 
that they might be Witneſſes, how ready the Precbytery 
of Glaſzow would be to ay of any Satisfaction that 
might tend to continue the Truth of the Goſpel with 
us _ Poſterity. — The 'Synod appointed accord- 
| Ser the Riſing of the Synod, the Presbyrery of . 
020 met with Profeſſor .Leechman, in the Preſence of the 
mmittee of Synod, where there was a moſt amicable 
and friendly Communing.— Mr. Robe propoſed,” as;Pre- . 
liminaries, that whatever ſhould be. ſaid, either by Mr. 
Teechman, or any Member of Presbytery, ſhould never 
be brought in Judgment againſt either, by the other Par- 
ty — and that, if any Agreement ſhould be, it ſhould I 
not be finally concluded, until theſe Brethren in the Pre/-. 
bytery, concerned in the Appeal, and who were abſent, 
ſhould be acquainted with it, and fatisfied alſo. 
It had been propoſed, before the Riſing of the Synod, 
by ſome Members, to Mr. Zeechman, that he ſhould pub- 
liſh a third Edition of his Sermon, and prefix a Preface, 
to it, wherein he ſhould declare, that the Sermon was de- 
figned for the Conviction of Deiſts, and to xeaſon with 
them, and convince them from their own Principles. This 
| ſeemed to be, what could not miſs to be ſatisfying to the 
£ World, in the Opinion of many Members of the Synod ;-- KM 
And I am perſuaded, Mr. Leechman's cool Anſwer, That, 
there were many Copies of the ſecond Edition 155 be 
| Printer's Hands, which muſt be diſpoſed of; before a 
third Edition could be fai gave them Hopes, * oY 
VVV e 
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4 the wala; 3 bet 4 1 BG al that all 1 Mans 
5 Kind would be ſatisfied with fach a Declararion. 
Im che Entrance of the Comrithing berween he Proſe 
+ 2 Glaſgow and Mr. Teechman, it was declared, 
3 e Partof the Presbytery, that foch a Declaration 
cold nor ſatisfy the Presbytesy, and could ne ver ſariafy 
any who knew the Controverfy between Chriſtians and 
i 1 70 Deiſts: For theſe three Nexon 
Fit, The Perſons to whom the Sch jo ditected; and 
who are introduced as immediately conceriieg ib it, are 
expreſly ſfaid to be the Followers of -Feftrsy ſubh as can 
#hem ſelves 1 Vis Di fei ples, and Profepors of Chriſtianity, 
p., And in the Example of Prayer, iv the End of the 
8 Sermon, they are ſuch as believe ſome, of the peculiar 
Do sines of Chriſtianity, concerning the Lord Jeſus 
= Chriſt, . 62 and 63. theſe are the Perſons concerned in 
de Sermon; and theſe Characters differing vaſtly from that 
con the Deifts; ſuch a Declaration then would be evidem- 
Ii falſe, and be proteſt at io contru faktum. To this, 
i! the Anſwer, 1 remember, was given, was, That” * 
1 might poffibly ſay Things that were inconſi ſrent. 
0 The ſecond Reaſon, why ſuch a Declaration nk not 
1. ſatisfy, was, That che Deiſts owned Prayer to be a Duty, 
and Part of Natural Religion, as much as Chriſtians, and 
chat we knew no Set of Deifts'who denied Prayer to be a 
ny Duty, and that we had h Controverſy with them upon 
chis Score: And he was defired to inſtancs any Set of them 
who denied it, and upon whoſe Principles he had endea- 
wy vourcd to prove the Reaſonablenefs of Prayer; and'there- 
fore, it could never be deſtgned,; or uſeful 10/the Deiſts, 
and conſequently, a Declaration of this Kind could never 
ſiutisfy.Hle inſtanced che Pamphlet of one Mr. Cuming 
a Quaker,” who publiſhed a Pamphlet at Gla/zou, enti- 
tuled, 4 anzahl Inqiiry concerning Prayer. To 
this it was reps, Thar Cuming pretends to prove in 
chat Parnphl et, the Inſufficiency of human + Reaſon, to 
prove that Mankind ought to invake, or thank their Gee 
or; ; and hence the Neceſſity of Revelation, and the Ar- 
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ther urged, ch 
two e 's Objections, and that the Prethyteny had 


| = was defa: 


„ ne. rite i, 
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7 he offers o Wine Conſideration of the ae. 
Deiſts. — So that Cuming, ho ſoever bad his Argument 
is, afts 1 in tion ust the Deiſts. It wins; : ofur- 
hat Mr. Lebt hman had anſwered not above 


Auarrelled no part of his Sermon, wherein he anſwers | 


theſe; Objections of Cuming.— To this he only fd, _ 
2 he: had not anſwered all Cxming's Objections. 


The third Reaſon why it could never ſatisfy to dello 
ed for the Deiſts, was, Truth is unchange- 
erefare if it was a bad Sermon, and offenſive 


able, and * 


it qeſigned for Chriſtians; it could never become a true 
And . Sermon conſidered as directed to Deiſts. I do 
not remember what Anſwer was given 0 this; or K 

any was. Ane 


Now becauſe: ahe moſt PEREY Ny advanced. in 
Converſation, ſeems to be, that this Sermon was intended 


againſt Deiſts, or that the real Scope of it, is not to de- 
Fon Chriſtian Prayer; but either Prayer, incumbent u: 
pon Deiſts, and practieable by them while continuing ſuch; 


qr Prayer in general: I ſhall take | occaſion; here from 


tbis Part of our Communing related, at ſome greater 


Length to ſhew the Weakneſs and Inſufficiency of this 


Defence, ſo ordinatily made by the Friends of Mr. Lech | 


man, as alſo by bimleIf.in his Anſwers. 
In General it is obſerd able, as far as I have converſed 


with theſe who wake this Defence; that when it is canvaſ- 


da little, in order to ſee how it may be applied for 
anſwering Objections; they who advance it, ſrem not to 


have glear and determinate. Notions of Shay a Yayo | 


by it. or to have directly conſidered where the Streſs of 
the Obje&ions lies. I never could as yet find the Per- 

in ah cg could point out t me, what Principles of the 
Deiſts or Scepticks the Author reaſons from, to convence - 
them of any peculiar Doctrines or Duties of Chriſtianity, / 
they don't receive or admit of; for this is the preciſe Point 

in Queſtion, that the Apoloy giſts muſt Anſwer. And it 


1s what they. thall never able to do. n is ſuffici- 


n 1 E 2 = HE, e 


wo if there were no ſh. 5 ' repell-the Defence ſo much 1 
But further to ſhew its Inſufficiency, let us ſuppoſe. for || {| 
once, that the Scope of the firſt Part, or Head of the Ser- * 
mon, to which the fieſt five Remarks of the Committee 11 
relate, is to deſeribe and explain the Prayer the ras a * 
and Scepricks, while ſuch, may and ought to uſe: In this a1 
Caſe it will indeed found an Alteration ofthe Charge againſt rx 
the Sermon, but then it muſt be from that of dangerous 4 
omiſſions, to ſomething of a more poſitive, and at the 8 
ſame Time of a more dangerous Nature. Namely, His 10 
aſſerting in the third Act of Prayer, that the Perſon uſing 1 


this deiſtical Prayer, ſhould have an aſſured Hope of 
ahne ! 
' 2dly, On the Suppoſition made, that it is the Prayer of 
Deiſts the Author is explaining, is it not exceeding ex- 
ceptionable, that when on the ſecond Act, where he 
ſpeaks of the Bleſſings they ſhould pray for, there is no in- 
ſertion of the Petition, which it might be thought, a Teach- 
er of the Goſpel would inculcate as moſt keg e for a Diſ- 
believer of it? viz. That God would graciouſly drrebt him 
= 70 right ſudgment and Determination alout it. 
za, If it is mere deiſtical Prayer, that is the real 
Scope of this Explication, is it not dangerous, highly 
dangerous, that it is not the. declared and profeged 
Scope of it, and that it is not declared expreſly in the Diſ- 
courſe, in entring upon the Explication of Prayer? 
When a Chriſtian Miniſter profeſſeth to explain to a. 
W Chriſtian Audience he Nature of Prayer, and to ſet it 
_ iis true Light, &c. It can never ſignify to explain 
Unchriſtian Deiſtical Prayer ——Is there any Thing 


more natural for an Audience, when their Teacher pro- 
poſes to explain Prayer, Cc. than to ſuppoſe he means 
to explain the Prayer incumbent on them? To ſay 
that the Author's real Scope was to explain a ſort of Pray- 
er, that labours under an eſſential Defect, is to ſay, that 
he was under the greateſt Obligations in the moſt expli- 
cite manner to give his Audience due Warning and Inti- 


| 


RX 


mation of it: Warning them, that tho" what he was to 
explain, was all that was practicable by unhappy Unbe- 
hevers while ſuch, they who were Chriſtians thould be- 
wate of ſuch dangerous Defects, as they would not incur” 
{ach awful Threatnings as 70% n iii. 36. He that belieu. 
eth not upon the Son, ſhall not fee Life, but the 
wrath of God abideth on him.—This third Head of 
reaſoning is ſtronger, when it is remembred what Mr. 
 Teechman declared publickly before rhe nod, that this 
Sermon was firſt preached at ZBezrh, in about a Month af- 
terwards a ſecond Time at Edinburgh,” and in eight 
Days after that for a third Time at G/aſgow;—— Were 
not theſe Chriſtian Audiences well emertained, in hear- - 
ing an Explication of Deiſtical Prayer, without the leaſt 
warning that it was not deſigned for them, and that the 
explained Prayer would be the greateſt Abomination un- 
to the Lord coming from them? Suppoſing then the 
Defence mentioned to be real, it is in ſo far from 
making the Caſe complained of better, that it makes 
If ir is ſaid, That the Author's Deſign is to explain 
Chriſtian Prayer, and the Scope of th Euplication i 
the Inſtruction and Information of Deiſts, Sc. that 
by ſetting Chriſtian Prayer in its true Light, the 
Aut hor may recommend and vindicate it to them.—To- 
this it is ſufficient to Anſwer, Firſt, that it is Prayer 
with theſe Peculiarities of Chriſtianity that are eſſential 
to acceptable Prayer, the Deiſts, whither confirmed or 
ſceptical quarrel, and not Prayer it ſelf, as hath been ob- 
ſerved already. 2do, ln this View the Committee's firſt 
four Remarks fall heavy upon the Explication, as guilty 
of ſuch Omiſſions as render Prayer thus deſcribed, far 
from being Chriſtian, and tending more to make Chri- 
ftians Dei ſts, than Deiſts Chriſtians. N 
Itis of Uſe to obſerve that when it is ſaid, (as it is ſome 
times) That the Author's Scope is not to explain Chri- 
ſan or Deiſtical Prayer; but Prayer in generaF;—— 


mn. 
This muſt naturally ſigni 


ſignify theſe general Things in Ptay- 
er that are Common to both theſe Sorts of it ; — And it is 
obvious, that when n's Prayer has nothing in it dur il 1 
what is common to Deiſts ( whether confirmed or ſcepti- ; 
cal Ones) it is but mere Deiſtical Prayer ſtill, or mere- 
Iy the Prayer of natural Religion, under all the Diſad- ! 
.  vantages of our Apoſtacy and uni verſal natural Depra- 


r apc og rt 
Fe all this it is glaringly evident, that the Commit 
leſſened by this general Defence, either of the Author 
== ofthe Sermon or his Friends. — And the thinking World, 
my whether Chriftians or Deiſts, can never be ſatisſied by 
my facha Declaration, but ſee the Weakneſs of any who would, 
1 1 it were prefixed in a Preface to the Sermon a thouſand 
Times. 1 73 n 


This Digreſſion occaſioned by the firſt Part of the above. 
mentioned Communing, and ſo needful to clear up the 

| Toh in this Affair, will ſhorten After-remarks upon 
the Profeſſor's Anſwers to the Commuttee's Remarks. 
1 — And now I return to the Communing between the Re- 
verend Presbytery of Glaſgow and Profeſſor Leech. 
It was propoſed upon the Precbyrery's Part, that Mr. 
T.eechman ſhould: publiſh a third Edition of his Sermon, 
and prefix a Preface to it, wherein he ſhould expreſly 
diſown the dangerous ways of teaching charged upon the 
Sermon, the erronious Propoſitions the Committee ap- 
prehended to be contained in it: And in expreſs Terms 
cConſeſs the contrary Truths. With this, if it were 
done before the Aſſembly, the Presbyrery would be ſa- 
— and would in all Probability drop their Ap. 
on. 1 o this Propoſal it was anſwered by the Profeſſor 
Hirſt. That he could not have Time to draw up ſuch a 
Preface before the Meeting of the Aſſembly, becauſe he 
| *Purpoſed to employ himſelf in much teaching until that 
| Time do, That the Printer and Publiſher had ma- 
ny Copies of the ſecond Edition, and if there * , 
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third; before theſe were diſpoſed of, they would ly upon | 
the Publiſher's Hand. 3dly, He ſaid, he ALS) 1 
act ' openly and fincerely, that he could not do it leſt the | 
Wort ſhould miſinterpret his ſo doing, as acting for 
low, mean and worldly Ende. 
It was then propoſed upon the Presbytery's Part, that 
Mr. Leechman might draw up fuch a Preface to the Sa- 
tisfaction of the Presbyrery,and which a few Pages might 
contain, and a few Hours ſerve for framing it, and give it 
into the Hands of the Preslytery, before the Meeting of 
the Aſſembly, giving his Word to publiſh it aſſoon as 
could be conventently, and if he ſhould not, the N ä 
tery might be warranted to do it. This was what he 
po 9: he could not do. With this the Communing 
% Wh 4 . | 
e. The Time we continued together, was ſpent in moſt 
he friendly and amicable Converſe I promiſed to viſit 
on Mr. Leechman, when I came to the Town, D. V. upon 
cs. the 17th of April, to which Fane our Presbytery was 
e. adjourned. © So iry rg i FE en „ 
ha In a Presbytery called the Week after,” the Synod to 
authoriſe the Reaſons of our Appeal from the Sentence 
{ra of the Hool it was reſol ved to ſiſt all further Proce- 
om dure in this Affair, and to vacate our Meeting appoin- 
ted to Judge bf Profeſſor Leechman's Anſwers, until the 
the Venerable Aſſembly ſhould decide in our Appeal. - We 
ap-: vwere abundantly fenfible, that we could have legally 
me proceeded, to judge in this Affair, according to our for- | 
ere mer Adjournment and Appointment 5 — and which the 
la: Reverend Synod had done [tiegally—Xet, out of a re- 
\p- gard to the Authority of the Venerable Aſſembly, from 
& whom we do not deſpair of at leaſt ſuch Redreſs, as will 
dor have a Tendeney to prevent for the Time to come theſe 
1 dangerous Omiſſions, and dangerous ways of teaching. 
ſuch as omitting the neceſſary Regard due to the 
at true Mediatory- Scheme, in handling Subjects of which 
ma. fuch Regards are eſſential and necefſary Parts, which 
e ag ways of preaching are much encreaſimg in this — 
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Of chis Method of preaching this Sermon, is an eminent 
Camry ſay, out of Regard to the Venerable Aſſem- 
ly, as alſo to our Brethren in the Synod, we forbear to 
proceed further, untill we ſhould have the Aſſembly's 
= Jad ©" which our Brethren have ſo much diſre- 
Sec. ln Er ro dt ns 8 We wits 
" J have been the more particular in this Hiſtorical Re- 
lation, that the venerable Aſſembly, and all the World 
may ſee, that Obſtinacy is no Cauſe of the Reverend 
Presbyterys Method of Procedure in this Cauſe; but 
that we have the ſtrongeſt Reaſons, determining us to pro- 
ſecute this Affair to the utmoſt reſort.— Which we pray 
and hope may be happy and good. e. 
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Upon Profeſſor Laren MAN 33 


Sermon upon Prayer. i 


1 4 


„ 


— HE . 8 God to Chtibinhe as | 
e 590 P their religious Worſhip, and 


ly. as our Creator, without relation to Jeſus 
Chriſt, SR the Committee conceives, to be inconſiſtent 
with the Confeſſion of, Faith, Chap. 21. Sef. 2. Reli - 
% gious Worſhip. is to be given to God the Father, Son, 
% and Holy Ghoſt ; and to him alone; not to Angels, 
« Saints, or any other Creature: And ſince the Fall, not 

«. without a Mediator; nor in the Mediation of any o- 
« ther, but of Chriſt alone,” And Shorter Catec hi ſins 


Anſwer to the Queſtion, What doth the Preface to the 


Ten Commandments teach us ? © The Preface to the Ten 
* Commandments teacheth us, That becauſe God is the 
Lord, and our God, and Redeemer, therefore we are 
bound to keep all his Commandments,” _ 
2. In his Diſcourſe upon the Nature of Prayer, in which 
e Propales to ſet it in its true Light, by ripping it of 
yery Thing foreign and ſuperfluous, and which ftands in 
| ls ook as a fini ed Piece; 3 there is nd Mention made Os 
as F the 


rticu arly, Prayer; merely and abſolute- |} 


» 


| the Merit and Interceſſion of our bleſſed Saviour and Re- 
Aeemer, which we think 1s coy, contrary to Act 7. 
O ; 


Ap. 1136. the chief Defign of is, to excite Mini- 
ſters and Preachers to guard againſt the great Prejudice 
that our Religion muſt ſuſtain, not only by oppoking, but 
= allo by neglecting and diſregarding, or too tuperficially 
= handling of the blefſed Truths of the Goſpel, concerning 
* Chriſt and his Mediation, gc. It ſeems alſo not to come 


1 
0 


ap to the Deſcription of Prayer,gipen-in'our Larger and 
1} Shorter Carechy ns, which take in the Name of Jeſus 
Wy . Chriſt as an eſſential Ingredient, © 
3. That the Author of the Sermon having deſcribed 
Prayer, as mentioned in the fortner Propofition, he again 
and again aſſerts, That the Perſon thus praying ſhall be 
| heard and accepted of God; which we conceive to be 
WO contrary 40 the Confelſgn Chap, 21, Sei. 3. Prayer, 
with Thankſpiving, being one ſpecial Part of religious 
—_ *<* Worſhip, is by God required of all Men; and that it 
may be accepted, it is to be made in the Name of the 
„ „ Son, by the Help of his Spirit, according to his Will, 
d.“ As alſo to Larger Guter bi fe Anſwer to Que- 
ſtion, hat is it to pray in the Name of Chriſt? - To 
pray in the Name of Chriſt, is in Obedience to his 
Command, and in Confidence on his Promiſes, to ask 
Mercy for his Sake, not by bare mentioning of his 
Name, but by drawing our Encouragement to pray, 
_ * and our Boldneſs, Strength, and Hope of Acceptance 
4 in Prayer from Chriſt and his Mediation.“ And like- 
ways to anſwer to Queſtion, Why are we to pray in t he 
Name of .Chriſt,? „ The Sinfulneſs of Man, and his Di- 

4 ſtance from God by reaſon thereof, being ſo great, as 
«.that we can have no Acceſs into his Preſence without a. 
« Mediator; and there being none in Heaven or Earth 
«appointed to, or fit for that gle rious Work, but Chriſt 

_ «, alone, we are to pray in no other Name but his only.“ 
4. The Author teaches a Truſt and Confidence in God, 
= encouraged from the Confideration of has infinite Mercy, 
= 7.7, 8, and 59. And the Manifeſtations, he, as Creator, 
bas given Mankind of his glofious Perfections, as 3 
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' ed for their Safety and Welfare, p. 12. Line 10th; from. 


_ Contrary, as we conceive, to Larger Catechiſm's Anſwer. | 
to the Queſtion, I hat is juſiiſying Faith ? Where 
Faith and Truſt include, not only Aſſent to the Truths 
of the Gaſpel-promile, but a receiving, and reſting up- 
+ on Chriſt, and his Righteouſneſs therein held forth,” 
As alſo, to Confeſſion, Chap. 14. Seft.'2. © Where the 
principal Acts of Faith are, accepting, d d e 
reſting upon Chriſt alone, for Tulkification, danctifica- 


are ſome of Mankind, who, without the Benefit of Reve- 
lation, are capable to reaſon out to themſelves ſuch a 


ing to eternal Happineſs; which Propeſition is contrary, 
to Confeſſion; Chap, 1. Seft. 1. * Altho? the Light of 
Nature, and the Works of Creation and Providence, do, 


God, as to leave Men unexcuſable; . are they not 
4 ſufficient to give that Knowledge of God, and of his 


Will, which 1s Ky unto Salvation; therefore it 
66 


e unto his Church; and afterwards, for the better pre- 
„ ſerving and. propagating the Truth, for the more ſure 


« ing : Which maketh the oy Scripture to be moſt ne- 


pear that there is a God? © "The very Light of Nature 
in Man, and the Works of God, declare that there is a 
+ God; but his Word and Spirit only, do ſufficiently 
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the Foot, without any Relation to the Mediation of Je- 
ſus Chriſt, and the Covenant of Promiſes founded on Him. 


4 tion, and eternal Life, by Virtue of the Covenant or 


F. The Author ſeems to them to infinuate, that there 
Knowledge ot God, as may be ſufficient to their attiing 


«* fo far manifeſt the Goodneſs, Wiſdom and Power of 


” 


„ pleaſed the Lord, at fundry Times, and in diverſe 
ers to reveal himſelf, and to declare that his Will 


” 
7 


<« Eſtabliſhment and Comfort of the Church, againſt the 
. Corruption of the Fleſh, and the Malice of Satan ang 
« of the World, to commit the fame wholly unto Write 


15 ef ; thoſe former Ways of God's revealing bis Will 
unto his People being now ceaſed:“ As alſo, to Lar- 
ger Catechiſm, in Anſwer to Queſtion, How does it ap- 
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6. The Committee finds, That in the Objection, as it 


is laid, p. 36. it is directly aſſerted, * That Puniſhments | 
« threatned to be inflicted on Sinners, in this and an eter- 
* nal World, are intended by our kind Creator, for our 
% Reformation and Amendment.” And in the Anſwer 
to this Objection, this Propoſition, tho? falſe in itſelf, and 


dangerous in its Conſequences, is not diſowned or dif- 
claimed; tho' ſach a Way of ſpeaking and teaching, is 
alſo contrary to our Standards. Jide Confeſſion, Chap. 3. 


Sect. 7. The reſt of Mankind, God was pleaſed, accor. 
« ding to the unſearchable Counſel of his own Will, 


% whereby he extendeth, or with-holdeth Mercy as he 


«c 


e riginal and actual, being a Tranſgreſſion of the righte- 
* ous Law of God, and contrary thereunto, doth, in its 


. * 


don Nature, bring Guilt upon the Sinner, whereby he 
is bound over to the Wrath of God, and Curſe of the 
Law, and ſo made ſubject to Death, with all Miſeries 


« ſpiritual, temporal and eternal. 
7. Further, the Author ſeems to affert, p. 36. and 37. 


That there is a natural, and therefore a neceſſary Connec- 
1 v1: nitent Diſpoſition, and the Pardon of our 
Sins; thereby ſuperſeding the Neceſſity of the Satisfaction 
of Chrift and the Conſtitution of God; which 1s contra- 
ry to our Standards, vis. Confeſſion, Chap. 15. Seft. 3. 
Altho' Repentance be not to be reſted in, as any Satii- 
faction for Sin, or any Cauſe of the Pardon thereof, 
which is the Act of God's free Grace in Chriſt; yet is 
of ſuch Neceſſity to all Sinners, that none may 52 55 
1 ole 


tion betwixt a 


* Pardon without it. And Chap. 11. Sect. 1. © T 


= < whom God effectually calleth, he alſo freely juſtifleth: 
Not by infuſing Righteouſneſs into them, but by par- 
d oning their Sins, and by accounting and accepting their 
PpPerſons as righteous, not for any Thing wrought in 


| 0 them, 


% 


5 Ph, for the Glory of his ſovereign Power over his 

WW < Creatures, to paſs by, and to ordain them to Diſhonour 
- | ; 1 5 3 . ; IS. - * ,v '. . . : 
and Wrath for their Sin, to the Praiſe of his glorious 


ol ** Juſtice : And Chap. 6. Sect. 6. Every Sin, both o- 


j 


V 45 | 1 | . 
« them, or done by them, but for Chriſt's Sake alone; 
gor by imputing Faith itſelf, the Act of Believing, r 
any other . Obedience t6 them, as their 

« Righteouſneſs ; but by imputing the Obedience and 

« Satisfaction of Chriſt unto them, they receiving and 

« reſting on him, and his Righteouſneſs by Faith; which 

« Faith they have not of themſelves, it is the Gift of God. 

And Larger Catechiſm's Anſwer to, What. doth every 

Kin deſerve at the Hand of God? © Every Sin, even 

« the leaſt, being againſt the Sovereignty, Goodneſs and 

« Holineſs of God, againſt his righteous Law, deſerveth 

« his Wrath and Curſe, both in this Life and that which 

« is to come; and cannot be expiated, but by the Blood 

6 of Chriſt.” „ = e e e ; 

8. The Committee obſerves, that the Paſlage cited, p. 4. 
at the Beginning, appears to be altered. © 
9. The Committee obſerves from p. 62. from the Middle, 

That where the Author mentions the various Ends of the 

coming of Chriſt into the World, he omits taking Notice 

of the greateſt and moſt important End, namely, his Sa- 

JJC SE „ 

To this I ſhall immediately ſubjoin an Abſtract of ſome 
of the Reaſonings uſed, to ſhew how the foregoing Re- 
marks are founded upon the Sermon, and their Contents 
arg contrary to our Standards. TRL 
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more clearly. how ſome Remarks, of princi- | 
pal Importance, above-mentioned,. are con- 

= © Zained in the 8 ERM ON, and contrary to | 
JJ . A 4; 2+ 
As te the 1ſt and 4th Propoſitions, which are to be I * 

__ +>. confidered in their Connection, the Author's of: of WM | 
Teaching, on theſe Heads, appear the more unſafe and ex- 

_ ccptionablc, for the following five Reaſons : 1. The Sin-! 
ner who is directed to ſeek and hope for Salvation, with- þ 


+ cut being directed to feek and hope for it through Chriſt, 
is deſcribed as having that Conviction of Sin and Dan- 
ger, which, according to our Standards ( See Larg. Cat. 
Anſ. to Queſt. 72.) is the Means of making a Sinner ſee 
— — U , io EG. 
28. The Expreſſions and Phraſes commonly applied by 
found Divines, agreeably to Scripture, to the f 7. of 
true Faith in Chriſt, are, by this Author, applied to a 
Faith that has no Regard to him; ſuch as, “ Taking 
Refuge, and the Soul's throwing itſelt, and all its great 
© Intereſts, with unbounded Confidence, c.“ P. 7. J. II. 
f ðͤ v ĩͤ v ns 
3 The Words by which the Faith and Confidence, 
deſcribed without Regard to Chriſt, are expreſſed, are {0 
ſtrong, as to imply the Soul's exerciſing the very highett 
and firmeſt Acts of Hope and Confidence in God for 
SGalsation, without Regard to the true Foundation: Such 
_ as p. J. I. alt. A ured Truſt, P. S8. J. S. Confidence, 5. 
$9. J. 29. boundleſs Conſidenuaim. 
4. Not only in one Place or two, but in many Places, 
the Author preſents God to Chriſtians as the Object af 
Religious Worſhip, par icularly of Prayer, and of Truſt 
ad Confidence, merely and abſolutely as Creator or Pre: 
1 ſerver, without Relation to Jefus Chriſt; as p. J. J. 11 
9 by | 12, IS, 28, P- 8. J. 8. Pe 12. , 21. P. 59. b. 26. * 
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ſages in our Standards already marked out by the Come 
mitte; but alſo to Coe. Chap. 7. Sect. 6. where hokd- 
ing forth the Covenant of Grace, and Chriſt the Sub- 


ſtance of it, with more Fulneſs and Butdence than was 


done under the Old Teſtament, is repreſented as the eſ- 


ſential Charafter of the Ordinances of the New Teſta- 


ment; This Character is therefore not only diſregarded 
but over turned; when ſuch neceſſary holding forth there- 
of is neglected, in Handling Subjects of which theſe 


Things are necefſary, principal Parts, and with which ] 


they have the moſt immediate, neceſſary Conbection: 
Which is evidently the Caſe as to the Subjects mentioned, 
ſuch as; Prayer, and Truſt and Confidence in God for 


Salvation; however this may be called, by ſome, a mere 


Omiſſion only. i eg BERL #þ Bhs 3850! 1 
J. Befides the above dangerous Way of over-looking 
the true Goſpel Foundation of Hope, ſome Paſſages ſeem 
naturally to imply a poſitive Subſtitution' of another 
Foundation in its Room, and to teach, that Chriſtians, 
tho* they enjoy the Benefit of Revelation, may build 
their utmoſt Confidence on Grounds difſtoverable by the 
mere Light of Nature (ſuch as the Perfection of Pro- 


vidence) and may even pray to God to engage them to 


do fo. — For. P. 59. J. 25. one who believes the Goſpel 


Revelation is repreſented as praying, that he may be en- 
gaged to throw himſelf, and all his great Intereſts,” (con- } 


ſequently his eternal Salvation) on univerſal Providence, 
as perfect in Wiſdom and Goodneſs, and that with un- 


bounded Confidence. This Paſſage; in its only and natu-— 
ral Meaning, is contrary to the firſt Sentence in our Con- 


feſſion, about the Inſufficiency of the Works of Provi- 
dence to ſhew the Way of Salvation; and alſo contrary 
to the above- cited Parts of our Standards, about 3 'I 
ing Faith, as neceſſarily including a Reſting on Chriſt for 

Salvation; for the Poſition ſubſtitutes the general Verfec- 
tions of Providence, and Faith or Perſuaſion thereof, 
( which/is but a Principle of mere Natural Religion) in 
15 Room of the perfect Merits of Chriſt, and Fait = 
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In like Manner, there is a Subſtitution of another Rule 
of God's Government, founding the Sinners Hope of 
Salvation, in the Room of the Covenant of Grace, p. 8. 
And 5. 9. J. 10, 20, 30. — That Context ſeems to teach, 
that this is a ſufficient Foundation of ſuch Hope, where 
Men can reaſon out the Deity's juſt Character, ſo as to 
anfer, that there is a ſtanding Law of his Government, 
that always was, is, and will be, connecting Felicity with 
Virtue, particularly, with ſincere Prayer, without Regard 
to a Mediator.— For the Scox of that Context is partly 


or of the Acceptance of Prayer for it; partly to ſhew the 
OUfefulneſs of revealed Promiſes for that End: The 
Ground of which Uſefulneſs is ſaid to be, that Numbers 
could not reaſon out the Deity's juſt Character, as thence 
to infer the Connection. This ſeems naturally to im- 
Ply both, that Numbers of others did or may reaſon out 
that Connection, according to the Commitree's 5th Re- 
mark; and that, when thus diſcovered, it is a ſufficient 
Ground for that Confidence, and fo a ſufficient Direction 
to Salvation, and to ſuch an aſſured Hope of it as the 
Author had mentioned before, p. 7. J. 33. 
What is thus fubſtitute is all; of the Covenant of 
Grace appears, in different Reſpects, inconſiſtent with the 
true Doctrine of it; which implies, 1920, That it is a new 
Covenant, preſuppoſing Man's Fall, Confe /. Chap. 7. 
Sect. 3. and ſo different from the Law, which the Au- 
chor ſpeaks of, as having always been, and which muſt 
= . therefore be as old as the Creation. — 2do, That tho', in 
this Covenant, there is a Connection between Sanctifica- 
tion and Life eternal; yet the Bleflings thus connected 
(and all others) are promiſed by God, and to be ſought 
and hoped for by us, for the Sale of the Redeemer, and 
_ thro? Faith in him, Confeſſ. Chap. 7. Sect. 3.— There- 
bore it muſt. be an unſafe Way of Teaching, when the 
Regards due to Chriſt are neglected, and the Connection 
above, abſtracted from theſe | pls is conſidered as an 
envariable divine Laav, that has always ſubfiſted, and 


Happi- 


oy ; » 


to ſhew the Neceſſity of Confidence, or Hope of Salvation, 


is ſtill a ſufficient Foundation for the Sinner's Hope of 


1 P IST TY 


pineſs to Innocents and fallen Men. It ten 
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Happineſs arid:Salvation, this makes one and the ſame 


invatiable Law, equally the Foundation of Te of Hap- | 
eſs t EN s to con- 
dund the two Covenants, which it is of the greateſt Con- 


ſequence to diſtinguiſn. And alſo it tends to make 


Sinners ſeek Juſtification by the Law, which tho' 
it always did and will ſtand; yet a chief Uſe of it to 'Tranſ- 
greſſors is to convince them, that they cannot be juſtified . 
by it, but thro? the Redeemer only. See Larger Cate. 
chiſin, Anſwer to Queſtion from 94th to 97th, _ 


Tris to be obſerved, concerning the Things excepted 


againſt, in Sermon, Page, 36, and 37.. that they ſhould be i 


confidered as having great Affinity with other things above 
mentioned, particularly the Connection between a Sinners 


Virtue, which is Reformation, and his Happineſs which im- 


plies Pardon, as founded upon an invariable Law, which 
always was, is, and will be; for whatever may be alled<. 
ged concerning the Connection between the perfect Vir- | 
tue and Happineſs of Creatures who have never ſinned, as 
founded u pon this invariable Law, can have no Place in 
the Ted at between the imperfe& Virtue attainable by 
fallen Men, in a State of Tryal, and their Salvation. O- 
ther Obſer ves relative to the two Remarks of the Commit · 
tee upon theſe Pages are reſerved to the Confideration of 
Mr. Leechman's Anſw ern. 
The Committee's Remark upon Sermon Page 62. vis. 
That where the Author mentions the various Ends of tlie 
Coming of Chriſt into the World, and of his Death, he o- 
mitteth and taketh no Notice of the greateſt and moſt - 
important End, vis. His Sati action, notwithſtand- 
ing of his inſiſting on other Ends at ſuch Length, and fo 
particularly: And all this, in ſpeaking. of the Ends of 
Chriſt's Miſſion and Death, as Manifeſtations of his 
Friendſhip or Love to us, and Motives of ours to him, 
is further ſtrengthned by the following Confiderations.— 
It is left to the Conſideration and Deciſion of the Vene- 
rable Aſſembly, whether this Omiſſion, eſpecially as 
connected with the other Grounds of Exception, injurious 
to the ſame Doctrine of Chriſt's Satisfaction, doth not 
5 A render 


— 
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render the good Clauſes about Chriſt as Mediator and 
Saviour, Page 62, and 63. too unſatisfying and ambigudus, 
to remove the Offence, or hinder the bad Tendency of the 
other Things remarked on in this Sermon? For tho! 
ſuch general Aſſertions about our approaching to God, 
or being reinſtated in his Favour by Chriſt, are not am- 
biguous in Writing, when they are explained on neceſſary 
. Occaſions by Chriſt's Redemption or Satisfaction; yet 
the Caſe ſeems to be. different as to Writtiags, where ge- 
neral Aſſertions of Chriſt's having ſome Influence on our 
Salvation, are only explained by tuch Things as the In- 
fluence of his Doctrine, Precepts, Example, and his Death, 
as confirming his Doctrine: And whereas it was remark- 
ed above, Acknowledgment of Chriſt's Satisfaction is left 
out ag if it were unnece ſſary, in handlipg Subjects of 
Which, according to Scripture, it is a moſt neceſſary Part. 
Of this Kind are theſe Subjects above-mentioned, vis. 

Acceptable e dee f ot Acceptance, The Sin- 
ner's Duty, when convinced of Guilt, Danger, Wretched- 
neſs and Inſufficiency, and flying out of himſelf to take 

Reſuge in God: Confidence in God's Mercy, his Per. 
fections in general, and his Promiſes: The Connection 
between the Virtues of thoſe whom the Author Page 9. J. 
29. juſtly calls apoſtate, guilty Creatures, and their Hap- 
pineſs in general, when on ſuch Subjects as above-ſpeci- 
_ fied, acknowledging only what the Deniers of Chriſt's 
Satisfaction acknowledge, and omitting wbat they 
omit. Alſo with ſuch Omiſſions of Chriſt's Satisfaction, 
when on Subjects, of which Regard thereto is a principal 
Part; joining Ways of Teaching leading to other Foun- 


 dations of the Sinner's Hope, in its Room ;——and leaving 
* 


it undefended, when anſwering Objections founded on 
Principles that are e et ., 
I ſhall conclude this Paper of Obſervations with this 
Remark, confirming the Committee's ſecond and third 
Remarks, that as, in the Explication of the Beginning of 
the Sermon, Prayer in Chriſt's Name is not taught; fo, 
in the Example at the End of it, Prayer in his Name 1s 
not practiſed ; Tho' the praying Perſon is E K 


* 


, 
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both, as under ſuch Impreſſions of Sin, as ſhews the 
greateſt Need of ſuch Prayer. vis. In the Explication 
2 age 7. as having a 15 Senſe of Guilt, Danger and Wretch 7 


edneſs; and in the Example Page 61 l. 24. as ſelt · con. 
demned, for many things feeling the Peace, of his Mind 
ſenſibly diſturbe gh 5.94 te Ae in God greatly damp- _ 
ed, and the awful Senſe of God's Diſpleaſure ftrongly a- 
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I Proceed now, thirdly, to ſhew how. far Profeſfor I 
4 TLeechman's Anſwers to the Committee's Remarks are 
from being ſatisſying, and from removing the Offerice 
taken at his Sermon, the Grounds of which Offence are 
expreſſed in the Committee's Remarks. — This I ſhall: 
do by ſome very {ſhort Obſerves, ſubjoined to e ach Head 
CEP% „ ˙¹mA/̃ĩͤd,l : 
Iſt. The Author preſents God to Chriſtians, as the Ob- 
ject of their Religious Worſhip, and particularly Prayer, 
merely and abſolutely as our Creator, without Relation to- 
Jeſus Chriſt, which the Committee conceives to be incon- 
tiſtent with Confeſſion of Faith, Chap. 2 1 Sect. z. and to 
the Shorter Catec hi ſn, Anſwer to the Queſtion, Whas RF 
doth the Preface to the Ten Commands teach uss 
Anſwer, The Author is not giving Directions concern- . 
ing the acceptable Way of worſhipping God, nor laying, 
down any ſpeculative Principles concerning the proper 
Qbjedt of Religious Worthip, er, che, Groonds of Con- 
dence in God, in the Paſſages of the Sermon referred to, 
in the Remark, of the Committee: All that the 1 5 | 
aſſerts is'a plain, and, he thinks; an undeniable Fact, 
that when a Perſon is ſtruck with a deep Senſe, and inti- 
mate Conviction, of his own Ignorance, his own Depravi- 
ty, and his utter Inability to to help himſelf, or ſecure 
his own Happineſs in this, or in another World, he will 
then neceſſarily fly out of l and feck_Refuge in 
a 15 SIE, 2 | Alm 
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Him that made him, and upholds him in Being. This is 
2 Fact abundantly confirmed from Obſervations on the 
World, from the natural Workings of the human Mind, 
and from the Experience of Mankind: This is true, not 
only of a Jew or a Chriſtian, who has juſt Notions of the 
Divine Nature, and Perfections; but it is true alſo of a Hea- 


then, however imperfect his Notions of God may be. 


For, whether he believes there is one ſupreme Being, 


or believes there are ſuperior Beings, who can help 


him, he will fly to him or them, in the helpleſs Circum- 


ſtances in which I have repre ſented him 4 placed. This 


Paſſage in the Sermon is therefore only a general Obſer- 


vation on human Nature, and true in ſome Reſpect in all 


Nations and Aves of the World, however different their 


W Notions of Religion may be. 


Now this is perfectly conſiſtent with the Doctrine of 


the Confeſſion of Faith, that the Propitiation and Ipterceſ- 


ſton of Jeſus Chriſt can only give full, Conſolation, and 
perfect Reſt, to the Soul of Man, under its greateſt Diſtreſy-— 


les, If the Reverend Committee will be pleaſed to at- 
tend to what I have ſaid, as it ſtands in Connection with 


what goes before, they will ſoon ſee that the Paſſages re- 
ferred to in our Standards contain nothing contrary to 
what I have faid : And that, in order to ſhew that there is 
any Inconſiſtency in my Doctrine, with the Confeſſion ß 
Faith, they muſt find out ſome Paſſages of it which aſ- 
ſerts, That the deepeſt Senſe of Seli-ignorance, Weakneſs, 
and Inſufficiency for Happineſs, will have no Influence to 


make a rational Creature look beyond itſelf, and with 


aj and ſeek for Happineſs elſewhere: Beſides, it may be an- 
ſwered, that tho) I had given a Direction to Mankind in 


thele Terms, to fly out of themſelves, and take Refuge in 
him who made them, there could be nothing Blame. wor- 


my in this, fince it is the known and acknowledged Stile 
of the holy Scriptures, P/. xlvi- 1. 1 Peter iv. 19. 
The Committee of Presbytery, after very long Reaſon - 
ing, found the Profeſſor's Anſwer to their firſt Remark 


' 1720, That the Proſeſſor miſtakes the Paſſages upon 


which 
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which the Committee found their firſt Remark ; the Paſ- 
ſage referred to by him is to be found Page 7. Line 8, 
9, 10, 11, and Line 14, 23, 26, 27, 28. but they found 
it upon Page 3. Page 8. and upon the whole Sermon 
throughout; where he preſents God as the . of Re- 
ligious Worthip and Prayer, under no other Conſiderati- 
on than merely as Creator, and without Relation to Jeſus' i 
Chriſt, ———<And tho', in the Paſſages the Profeſſor re- 
fers to, he teacheth what he conceives every one of Man- 
kind, who being placed in the helpleſs Circumſtances men- 


* - 


tioned, wil nect ſſari ly fly out of himſelf, and take Re- 
fuge in him that made him, and upholds him in Being; 
et he alſo teaches, and it is the profeſſed Scope of the ³⁵ 
whole Diſcourſe to teach, not what Mankind, placed in 

ſuch Circumſtances, will do, but what they ought and 
| ſhould do; namely, what Sort of Prayer ſhould be made 
by them to God, as is plain from Page 4 at the Foot, 
and Page 5. at the Head; — In order to underſtand the 
Nature of Prayer, let us thke Notice, that the inward. 
Acts of Mind and Heart exerted in it, from which the 
outward Expreſſions SHOULD flow, and by which 
they SHOULD be animated, are principally theſs | 
three. Now in this the Force of the Objection lieth | 
that Profeſſor Leechman, in teaching what Prayer ſhould” ' 
be offered unto God, and in his doing this ſpeaks fo often 
of the glorious Object, preſents him to Chriſtians as the 
Object of this Religious Worſhip ; he faith they ſhould 
give unto him, merely and abſolutely as our Creator, with- | 
out Relation to Jeſus Chriſt.— So that the Committee 
looked upon the Anſwer as an Evaſion, and r ot meeting. 
with the Objection in their firſt emarc. 

His after Reaſoning about the Conſiſtency of what he 

hath ſaid on the Paſſage referred to with the Confeſſion of 
Faith, is therefore altogether beſides the Purpoſe, ſeeing 

it is not the Contents of that Paſſage the Commuttee quar-' 
tels; — and therefore, tho' I am far from thinking the 
Profeſſors Obſervation upon human Nature true, as is e- 
vident from the Caſe of our firſt Parents, who were then 
all Mankind; and newly come out of their Makers 


* 


Hands, yet they would have fled from him if they could: 


I will not ſtay to manifeſt it. 
I be laſt Part 25 Anſwer, tho' nearer the Purpoſe, 
3s ſtill unſatisfying: For the Committee, would not 5 
quarrelled his giving a Direction in the Terms he menti- 
ems z n they quarrael, is, that through the 
whole Sermon, God, by the Deſignation of Creator, with · 
aut Relation to a Mediator, is fo often and only preſent- 
ed as the Object of Worſhip, to Chriſtians deeply con- 
vinced of their Sin and Danger, and therefore ſuch as 
0 {ce from the glorious Perfections of Holinefs, Ve- 
racity and Juſtice, eſſential to the Deity, they could ex- 
ect nothing but Wrath and Vengeance from him. 
Mr. Leecoman hath not been lucky in his Choice of 
| D Pſal. xlvi. evidently ſets forth God with 
gelation to a Mediator and the Covenant of Grace. This 
will be eaſily made out if it be diſputed. Ard as to 
the ſecond Scripture, 1. Per. iv. 19. The Attribute 
een to Creator, which reſpects. the Promiſe 
and the Covenant of Grace, ſhews that Creator reſpect 
God, not in the firſt Creation but the ſecond, 


* 


Left the Venrable Aſſembly, and the World now judge 
whether the Committee of Presbytery, had beſt Reaſon 
to be diſatisfied with the Profeſſor's Anſwer to their firſt 
12 ; or the Reverend Synod to be ſatisfied, upon 
Reaſons not known, and which never can be known, now, 
becauſe that Meeting of the Synod aſſigned no Reaſon for 
N:... ⁰ . i Darn ae 5 


: 


- , Altho' chat the Committee and Presbytery have not 
proceeded ta judge of Profeſſor Leechman's Anſwers ; 
we who are the Repreſentatives of the Presbytery of 
Glaſgow, in this Venerable Aſſembly, beg Leave to mark 
down ſome of theſe Reaſons, why we and others are far 
from being ſatisfied with theſe Anſwers ; but our Grounds 
of Offence, for the greateſt Part, remain unremoved. 
eſpecially conſidering that the mere judicial Declaration 
of the Synod, without aſſigning one Reaſon why, we have 
not found hitherto, hath had any Influence upon us, or o- 


thers, either to enlighten or convinſe. 
5 DW „ e | Second. 
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Second, In his Diſcourſe upon the Nature of Prayer, in 

which he propoſes to ſer it in its true Light, by ſtrippin 
it of every thing foreign and ſuperfluous, and whic 

ſtands in his Book as a finiſhed Piece, there is no menti- 

on made of the Merits and Interceſſion of our bleſſed 8a- 

viour and Redeemer, which we think is expreſly contrary 

to Act 5th em. 1736. The chief Defign of which is; 

to excite Mimſters and Preachers to guard againſt the 
great ur u _ wy god. rr muſt A not only 

by oppoſing, but alſo by neglecting, and diſregarding, or 

5 Fog eas b | b the bleſſed ets Bigg | 
Goſpel concerning Chriſt, and his Mediation, Sc. and 

which Act alſo directs them to make it the great Scope 
of their Sermons, to lead Men to Chriſt, and a Covenant 

of Grace, for Life and Salvation; and directs Presbyteries 


to inquire concerning the Obſervation of this Act: It 
ſeems allo not to come up to the Deſcription of Prayer, 


given in our Larger and Shorter Catechiſm , which take 
; n the Name of Jeſus Chriſt as an eſſential Ingredient of 
_ Anſwer. To this let it be obſerved, 10, That the 
Author has expreſly fixed and determined the Meaning 
of theſe Words, foreign and ſuperfluous Circumſtances 3 
4 by their Connection with what goes before. For he has 
4 taken Notice, in the Introduction, that the low and ſuper- | 
ſtitious Practices of well-meaning People, and the Per- 
verfions of wicked and deſigning Men, have been one 
Ground of the Contempt into which Prayer is fallen a- 
4 . mong one Part of the World, and therefore, in order to 
remove theſe Cauſes of Contempt, he propoſes to deſcribe 
\ Prayer, ſtript of all theſe foreign and tuperfluous Circum- 
ſtances, which have been one great Cauſe of its falling 
into Diſeſteem, the Word (therefore) evidently connects 
the Sentence in which it is inſerted, with the Introduction. 
which goes immediately before; fince then the Words, 
foreign and ſuperfluous Circumſtances, are mutually and 
neceflarily explained and determined by ſuperſtitious 
Practices, mentioned in the Introduction, if the Reverend 
Committee ſuſpects that I intend to repreſent the Doctrine 
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vet I have not mentioned it. Now, will the Re 


t 
1 
5 
t 
4 
0 
J 


- 


—— 


nable, even in an Addjeſs, to the Heart-ſearching, anc 


| leaſt G round for repreſenting- MF, | as tranſgrefſing - the 


_ of Prayer; ſuch as treat the Example and the Preceptsof, 


Thing intended in it. And 40, Becauſe this 8 * 
which was now printed, was only one Diſcourſe enlargęd- 
out of eight or nine delivered from the lame, Text, at the 
ſame Time this Sermon was firſt preached, when 1 ſpokę 
at a conſiderable Length on the 1 of the Intercel;. 
ſion of Jelus,. 3tio, I cannot help thinking, that this 
Remar̃k of the Reverend Committee, would have been 


- 
* 


very Groundleſs and Uncharitable, even tho' the Sermon 


had not born ſuch evident Marks of its not being intended, 


for a complete Account of the Doctrine of Prayer; how- 


K it poſſible to imagine, that true Candeur could ever 


ave interpreted, ſtripping Prayer of its foreign and 
's, ſuperfluous Circumſtances”, to be ſtripping it of the 
Mediation and Interceſſion of Jeſus Chriſt, when the. fame: | 


r in the very ſame Sermon, expreſſes his Regard 
r theſe Doctrines, in the moſt ſolemn Manner imagi- 


Righteous Judge of all the Earth? And when the ſame 
Author, in another printed Sermon, inculcates it as the 
Duty of all Miniſters, to treat theſe Subjects not ina tran4 
Gent or ſuperficial manner, but at great Length, as being 
of the utmoſt Importance? When the ſame Author hag | 
frequently preached before Thouſands in the Town of, | 
Glaſgow (where the Remark is made) on theſe very Sub, 
jects: And the Perſon every time he Prays, does it in, 
the Name of Jeſus Chrift, of which he has as many Wix-. 
neſſes as there are Perſons, who ever heard him Pray, ei- 
ther in private or Publick ; So that there is not the 
Act of Allembly 13. ff 
470, As the Reverend Committee has not attended to 


+ 


the Limitations given to the Subject, ſo they have not oh- 
ſerved the Characters, and Turn of Thinking; of the 
Perſons for whoſe Inſtruction or Information tis intended. 
the Author thinks he has plainly marked them out in the 
Introduction: It is ſuch as have a determined Contempt 


Jeſus Chriſt, concerning Prayer, in a ſlight and contemp- 
tous Manner. Now ſuch * muſt either be confir „ 


8 5 1381 3 
eld Deiſts or Scepticks; the laſt of theſe do always call 
 * themſelves Chriſtians; and ſometimes the former too, and 
are willing to embrace the Doctrine of Revelation con- 
cerning the moral Character of God, and the Precepts 
concerning the moral Virtues, tho they reject peculiar 
Doctrines of Chriſtianity; and that ſome of both theſe 
WU Sorts of Men have imbibed ſtrange Prejudices againſt De- 
=  votion, and eſpecially againſt Prayer, is well known to 
_ theſe who are acquainted with the World. That ſuch 
Perſons are àpt to be fortified in their Prejudices, by ſuch 
+ Books as are written with a Deſign to ridicule Devotion, 
muſt alſo be acknowledged: That ſome Perſons were ac- 
tually confirmed in their Prejadices againſt Religion, by 
à late Pamphlet, which endeavoured to repreſent all De- 
Vvotion as abſurd and unreaſonable; nay, as an impious 
and blaſphemous Practice, ſome have had particular Oc- 
caſion to know): Now, if this is the Caſe, can the Reve- 
reid Committee condemn a well deſigned Attempt to re- 
move Prejudices, and reconcile Mens Minds to ſuch an 
important Branch of Religion as Prayer is? Is there any 
; Pg df Divine Revelation, any Dictate of Reaſon, any 
Act of Aﬀembly, which forbids to make any Applicati- 
bon to ſuch Perſons, for their Reformation? Or that for- 
bicd«s us to reafon' with them on ſuch Principles, as are 
=_ owned by them, and juſt in themſelves? And if ſuch 
Perſons are partly prejudiced againſt Prayer, by obſerv- 
ing, that ablurd Forms of it are ſometimss uſed; that 
needleſs Repetitions, tedious Informations, without any 
Mixture either of Prayer or Praiſe, and many other ſu- 
perſtitious Practices paſs, in the World, for true De voti- 
on; Can any one be blamed, for ſtripping Prayer of theſe 
= Hforcign and ſuperfluous Circumſtances, and placing it in 
its true Light? Muſt a Perſon be re e as an Ene- 
mw to all Chriſtian Prayer, becauſe he has endeavoured 
to ſhow, that Prayer 18 a Duty, even by the Light of 
Nature? Muſt not Men firſt be reconciled to Prayer itſelf, 
and be convinced that tis a reaſonable Thing, before they 
wy cane reconciled to praying in the Name of Chriſt? And 
it in reaſoning with Perſons pre judiced againſt . 


* 
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Author reaſans not only. from the n of Nature, but 
alſo from ſuch Parts of Divine Revelation, as they will 
not much diſpute to be beet to the moral Character 
of God, owned by themſelves; Can he be juſtly blamed, . 
| becauſe he does not reaſon from other Parts of Divine Re- 
E _ velation, which they abſolutely reject? Is it not evident 
to every intelligent Reader, that if 1 had introduced the 
Doctrine of the Interceſſion of Chriſt, into the Deſcription 
of the Nature of Prayer, that I muſt alſo, according to 
the Method propoſed, have anſwered the Objections a- 
gainſt it? But that was not my preſent Deſign, that would 
have been a new Subject; and the one I have bandled is, 
in the Nature of the Thing, previous to itz ſo that the 
Complaint of omitting this Doctrine of Revelation, a- 
mounts only to this: Why did I not handle another 
Branch of the Doctrine of Prayer? Or hy did I not pub- 


hh another Sermon on this other Subjectk | 
Por my own Part, as I am conſcious to myſelf, that 1 
compoſed this Sermon in a good Diſpoſition, and with af 
good Intention ʒ (and I hope that, to my Readers, it bears 
| He Marks of both) and as I have particular Occaſion to 
know, that, in ſome Inſtances, it has been of Uſe (by, 
the Divine Bleſſing) to reconcile prejudiced Minds to the 
Theory, I hope al ſo to the Practice of Prayer, I am poly 
ſeſſed of an inward Satisfaction of Mind, Web - 
World cannot rob me of; and after. all the Clamour tha 
5 Gh raiſed, I ſtill approve of the Sermon's being ſenf 
Mr. Leechmas's firſt Anſwer to the Conimittee's ſecond 
Remark is, That foreign and ſuperfluous Circumſtance 
duhich he promiſerh to ſtrip Prayer of, in the Deſcripy 
tion he propoſeth to give of it, are determined by fu 
Perſtitious Practices mentioned in the Introduction, al 
one Cauſe of bid: wen Falling into Contempt and Diff 
eſteem among one Part of the World ;-—becauſe he pre 
pPoſerh therefore, to deſcribe Prayer ſtript of all tha 
foreign aud ſuperfluous Circumſtances. Here let it if 
obſerved fr ft; That the Profeſſor {lips in theſe in his 4 


Fxers, which is not in the F it had, wou 


ha 
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ons, can never make ſuch a Connection here, as that fo- 


he knows very well, that Deiſts and Scepticks, for whom, 
he afſerts,this Sermon was deſigned, reckon the Merits and 


Inte rceſſion of Jeſus Chriſt, taken into Prayer, to be the 


low Superſtition of ee, t and one of the 
Abuſes of wicked and deſigning Men ;— 


the Mediation and Interceſſion of Jefas, as one of the ſu- 


ive: That the ſaid Profeſſor hath given a 
eiſts, to judge, that the Doctrine mentioned, and which 


lation is taken into the Deſcription of the very limited 
WF art of Prayer, he profeſſeth to treat of, PETITION, 
gn our Standards, where it is deſcribed in the feweſt 


4 
5 1 R 


| i knowledge, That Mens ſecret Intentions are not the Sub- 


4 
1 * 
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eechman's Intentions, — As to overt Acts, w 8 
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fore; bur not being in the Sermon, 7Herefore, which is 
for the moſt Part but a Word of Courſe in ſuch Tranſiti- 


reign and ſuperfluous Circumſtances, is neceſſarily the 
ſame with the low Superſtition mentioned in the Tutto - 
auction. 2ꝛdly. Sup wo it is ſo, as the Profeſſor ſaith; = 


Men and are more 
rejudiced againſt Chriſtian, Prayer thereby, than by the 
ima Mr. Leechman gives of this low Superſtition, - 
and Abuſes, in theſe ſame Anſwers, — viz... Abſurd 
Forms of Prayer, needleſs" Repetitions, tedious Infor- 
mations, without any Mixture of Prayer or. Pratſe.— 
Tune Committee have not charged, in their Remark, Mr. 
Leec hman, with intending to repreſent the Doctrine of 


bey reckon of, as hath been ſaid, is no very neceflary - 
Ingredient in Prayer. And they do expreſly charge 

Nr. Leechman with neg lecting and diſregarding” the 
fed Truths of the Goſpel, concerning Chriſt and his 
ed: ation, contrary to Act 7th of Af. 1936, which Me- 


ords, as an effential Ingredient. The Committee ac- 


* | | 
| | et of human Inquiry, and were far from judging Mr. 
my the 

om- 


eſerred to low Superſtition} or ſomething ſaid be- 


perſtitious Doctrines, c. but are ſorry that Mr. Zeech- 
min, by a total Omiſſion of the Doctrine of the Merit and 
Interceſſion of Jeſus Chriſt, an eſſential Ingredient in the 
Doctrine of Prayer, in his Deſcription. of Prayer, after 
the Propoſal he makes of the K ind of Deſcription he is to 
Handle to the 


* 
* 


e e 


Committer's Secand Remark cites,.· is cited juſtly. The 


| General Principle upon which the emark proceeds, 18 


4 


evidently this, In profeſſed Explicarion of a moſt. in- 
portant Subjebt \( as Prayer ) to omit wholly an ef-, 
ſential principal Part, (as praying in Chriſt's Name 7 5 
is a very unſafe Way of Teaching, and an Omiſſion of 
dangerous Rind. And is it not evident, that when a 
profeſſed Explication is exceptionable, on Account of ſo 
dangerous an Omiſſion; it is the more ſo, that it is uſhe- 
red in with Characterifing, in general, the Things to be 
omitted, as foreign e ?. 3p (Es 2 7 ny 3 4 Fg 
Ik the real Scope was to delcribe deiſtical Prayer; Mas 
it not ſtrange to call this explaining Prayer ſtript uf Sus 
perfluities If the real Scope was to deſcribe Obriſti- 
an Prayer, Was it not ſtrange to charaQterize his Peſerip. 
tion, as otmitting Superfluities, hen it was to omit pray- 
ing in Chriſt's Name ? If it be faid, it was neither 
Deiſtical nor Chriſtian Prayer, but Prayer in general, 
or the Things in Prayer common to both theſe Kinds of 
it, that the Author intended; even on this Suppofition, - 
Was it ſafe to call an Explication of Prayer, ſtripped of, 
Chriſtianity, an Explication ſtripped of Superfluities? 


It is a great Prejudice againſt the Meaning the Author, 


bs] 


— 


n his Kr puts upon thele Words, foreign and Ju 
perfluous, vi g. low, Superſtitions. and Perverfions, men- 
tioned a little before, That, in the common Uſe of Words, 
Things that are noxions are never called foreign and ſu- 
ferfluoys. —— Would any call it a ſtripping Prayer of 
Things foreign and ſuperfluous, to ſtrip it of Hardneſs of 
Reart, Unbelief, or the like! —Belides, Mr. Leechman, 
lying down his Plan, propoſes to itrip Prayer not mere- 
ly of theſe particular Things he had mentioned, but ex- 
preſly of al foreign and ſuperfluous Circumſtances. 
In fine, tho' the Words about ſtripping, esc. had not 
been inſerted, propoſing to explain the Nature of Prayer, 
d to ſet it in its true Light, and to take Notice of the 
principal Acts of it, juſtifies this Remark of the Com- 
ets 9 the: Authar'y bees ge clienual and fr 


- : * — ' 1 T | f 


* 


„ tribe the Nature of Prayer, as limited by him, fer it in 
das Circumſtances; <= Eher the Author had finiſhed 


"Woo ficient Reaſon to condemn the Omiſſion af ſo eſſential 


the Author expreſly, ropoſes to explain the Nature of 


5 the chief Thing int enued in this Compoſure. 


'[ 62 1 75 
Boelore u proce 0 the n of the ld ww 
inp Aufdbers, it is and will be of "after Uſe to oblerve, 
- That the Remark notices the owirting of Regards due to 
_Chrift's Merit and Interceſſtion; inſtead of theſe Words, 
che Profeſſor, in his Anſwers, ſubſtitutes Mediation 
and Interceſſion, and, a little below, Interceſſton itſelf. 
As to Mr. TLeechm an: s ſecond Anſwer, the Committee, 
when they aſſert, in their ſecond Remark, that the . 
... thor's Diſcourſe on the Nature of Prayer ſtands in his 
Book as a finiſhed Piece, they evidently meant, that he 
had finiſhed what he had propoſed to oo firſt, vis. de- 


_ its true Light, and ſtripped of all foreign” and ſuperflu- 


what he had pr oled, and, having done ſo, ede 
doo abother Head of Diitourſe.— Their Words don't im. 

, Bb that he propoſed a complete Syſtem of the Chriſtian 
Doctrine concerning Prayer. —The: / judged they bad ſuf. 


and. principal a Patr, as Pray ing i in Chriſt's Name: That 


| Fray , tho? chiefly reſtricted to Petition, as diſtinguiſh- 
51 pm ene and Thankſgiving, — to ſet it in it 
e wb Light, leaving out Superfluities, — and to take No- 
rice of che principal Acts of Mind exerted init. 
© Mr. Leechmay argues, that anſwering Ojections was 
But 
this. is the Scope of the ſecond Part; that of the Firſt is 
Explication: Ho this firſt Part the Committee's Remark 
ot pile ipatly refers, — They have made no Remark on the 
 {econa Part, but theſe on 2 36, and 37. 

He adds, He ſpoke ar Length on Chriſt 5 Interceſſor 
in, ot her Sermons on Prayer, from this very Tex! 
It is ſufficient to obſerve now, that, withou 
| fpca king at much Length on his Interceſſion, a very litt 
on it, in this Sermon, as founded on his Satisfactio 

might have prevented very ſtrong and juſt Exceptions. 
bas i, to the Defence taken from the Bxpreſh ions in th 
Prayer at the End, about Ob riſt's Welten, „(his Inte 


| ceſſio 


„ frems to think it is) it is fufficient to obſerve now, refer- 
o ing other Things to Remark gth, and Anſwers. to it, 


That mentioning theſe. Doctrines, on another Occaſion, 
cannot juſtify omitting Prayer in Chriſt's Name, when 
rofefſedly explaining the Nature of Prayer ; "——Such 
Aran is not vindicated, by being inconſiſtent with, or 
1- Y unſuitable to, the Sermons. a Man may have delivered, 
is to Prayers he hath put up,—or to the Rules about Preach- 
e pen 4 bichſelf may have laid down. 
e. As to the general Rule in the Synod Sermon, p. 28. 
in © at the Foot, it relates to all the Truths delivered by Re- 
u- velation in general, as well as theſe particularly mention- 
ed ed a little before, (of which Chriſt's Interceſſion is none) 
— His Atonement is indeed mentioned in two Lines, 
and leſs inſiſted on than the general Influence of his NT f 
Doctrine and Example, 1 is one of the Characters of 
the New Method, in the Inſtances where that Doctrine is 
mentioned at all Does not this Author know, that 
his general good Expreſſions about Atonement for Sins, 
i and, e ee, than theſe, are uſed by the Denyers 
\h-W of the true Doctrine of Chriſt's Redemption, or complete Sa- 
tisfaction. After the Rule about treating revealed Doc-. | 
trines otherways than in a N Way, there is indeed 


LEY 


a good deal in p. 29, and 30.about 1 4 7 nce of certain, | 
revealed Truths :--But tho? there is indeed general Mention 
of Chriſt as Mediator, and a good deal about the Import- 
ance of his prophetick and kingly Offices: s there one 
Word on the Importance of the Doctrine of his Satisfac- | 
Y tion, in expreſs or equivalent Terms? - Can it be ſaid, 
that the above Rule is well obſerved, even in the above 
Sermon, where it is delivered ? —Can it excuſe omitting 
Prayer in Chriſt's Name, in a profeſſed Explication of 
Prayer, publiſhed to the World, that one has treated un 
Chriſt's 16 (it is not ſaid his Meri and Sarrs- 
faction) and Interceſſion, or prays in Chriſt's Name, in 
Prayers and Sermons that are not publiſned? —— If Men 
| coulg have an infallible Certainty-of a Miniſter's ring, =_ 
the firmeſt Perſuaſion in his on Heart, of Truths which = 


he 
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Serous Way, of explaining it, that he is excepted againſt? 
Where is he blamed in the Remarks, as he ſeems to 
ay, for endeavouring to ſhew, that Prayer is a Duty 
eyen by the Light of Nature? Shewing or proving 
that Prayer is a Duty by the Light of FOOT wart 
3 ”ũ o p ion I eg Tr mt teren 
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my” 
on 
OG 


Tn Thing, 
a 175 5 * 
this,/ that Prayer a Du even h Liaht 5 
Ee 24 What =D; doth b make SH 5 $i 
8 Principles of the Des 0 d he argue 6. 


1 DRY 2 or. 5 
" this be aye 2 Md on, we, has 
8 ea nnd Fault with 2 . 
. 1a going n be. ſeems to 


4 | ligent 548 Top 
- chan what he inte 251 to Wn ve 55 855 e e vu 
e "fl, therefore mould e NR Reg 75 6 to 5 Cbrilte In- 
terceſſion ; (he lays not Merit.) whence a 
ns — 5 5 w, that 7 8 Regards were foreign 
Vas not to vin, e them. 1 


f TD what = APPEAr evi ident to many ee 
1 . ain the 
d lience, he ought by | 
t NI 1 555 ard | 
8 15 . it or | 
- 55 | that 75 Was his I that his Expli- | 


f bel ty 92 Vindications were to be of equal Extent, | 
* old 1210 Propc Yeh may 29 xplen | 1 
1 1 rant engs in r, which he was to de- 
85 2888 80 ba ee Means ju | 
15 ene fon ga che declared Scope 8 omitting 

ntial Ingredient of Petition, aka — Scope was 4 4 

3 the Chrif 5 Part altogether, becauſe it ws 15 in- 

| tended to be vindicated fro on Obje&ions 3; — while it is 
obvious, this was as needful, in dealing SM Deffts, Ce. j 
as any thing whatever. And we are of 1 ang thar | 

' the Author had addrefſed himſelf to the Deiſts more to 
' the; Purpoſe, if he had proven and vindicated praying in 
the 12 510 5 Gy they deny; — than by prov- | 
A to be a Duty of Natural Reli- 
0 5 jy: Sem e as much | 
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l „ Kirprifing, ddr he nl ls 20 . cp 8 
70 his propoſed. et bod, he was to explain only what he 
Was to vindicate from Objections: Kacder reads the 
Words wherein his Merhod Is propoſed : will find no > ſuch 
Reftrition, wy 
As to what Wa An adds his good Diſpolidion,” it 
proves only, that he thinks a Miniſter may have a'Difpc 
1255 becoming the Goſpel, notwithſtanding of ſuch fi 
attention, (which ſeems to be the moſt favourable Con- 
deen that can poſſibly A's ut on the Omiſſions, and 


other Grounds. of 1 yextt nattention to 2 Cor. ii. 2. 
Gal. vi. 14. Phil. ili. 


As to his Intention, the Goodneſs of the End cannot 


Juſtify wrong Means, 
Reconciling Men to Deiſtical Prayet; without any ſuit- 


able Warning of the 9 7 te of 1 it, 10 no great Argu- 


ment in favours of this Diſco 
Third. That the Author of the inde having de- 
red Prayer as mentioned in the former Propofitibn, he 
again and again aſſerts, that the Perſon thus praying ſhall 


be heard anc 2 8 of God; which we conceive to be 


contrary to Confeſſion of Faith, Cha 21. Sect. 3. as alſo 
to Larger Catechiſm, Anſwer to veſtion, Nhat js it 
To pray in the Name of. Chriſt? And likeways to An- 


ſwer to 175 Queſtion, Why are we to pray in the Name | 


Li Chriſt 


An col The Author does not Vreni bib! that be 
once aſſerted, that theſe who pray in the Manner he de- 


ſcribes ſhall be heard and accepted ; and the Committee 


has pointed out no Paſſage when he has once uſed theſe. 
Words: But, if there is any thing in this Remark, it 


ſeems to coincide with tbe following one. 


The ſhort Anſwer given. to this third Remark ſeems 
to imply, that to promiſe to explain Prayer, and ſet it in 


its true Light, is a different P from promiſing to ex- 
plain the Prayer that will be hea 
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and accepted, of God. 


Was it not a dangerous Omiſſion, not to warn the 


Lis ul the Rea lers of this, and, inſtead of that, 
e 


to uſe 


otherways.. 
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Ways of Speaking fo dire i leading them to think 
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What is the Meaning of the Word Advantages of 
Prayer, in the Title, if Acceptance is not intended, or if 


it was not acceptable Prayer the Nature of which was to 


be rreated of? 


Doth not our Author aſſert again and again, from p. 7, 


to 12. That the Perſon praying with ſuch Prayer as he 


deſeribes the Nature of, (for ſo his Words muſt neceſſari- 


ly be underſtood ) ſhall obtain his Requeſts; God will 
aer his Deſires, and that he ought to have a firm 


Belief, and aſſured Truſt, of it? 


Prom this tis evident, that this Anſwer is as unſatisfy- 


ing as the former, and that the Committee's third Re- 


mark ſtands in its full Force. 


PHurth. The Author teaches a Truſt and Confidence © 


in God, encouraged from the Conſideration of his infinite 
Mercy, P. oy 7” 8, and 59. and the Manifeſtations n he - As 
Creator hath given Mankind, of his glorious Perfections, 
as employed He their Safety and Welfare, p. 12. J. 10. 


from the Foot, without any Relation to the Mediation of 
Jeſus Chriſt, and the Covenant of Promiſes founded on 
him: Contrary, as we conceive, to Larger Catechiſm, 


Anſwer to the Queſtion, What is Fuſtifying. Faith 2 


Where Faith and Truſt include not only Aſſent to the 


Truths of the Goſpel Promiſe, but a Arne Reſt- 
ing upon Chriſt, and his Righteouſneſs therein held forth ; 


as alſo to Confe ſ.. Chap. 14. Sect. 2. where the principal | 
Adds of Faith are, e e e reſting upon, 
Chriſt alone, for Juſtification, Sanctiſſcation, and eternal 


Life, by Virtue of the Covenant of Grace. Ur 


Anſwer. The Author is not directly treating of the 


Grounds of Acceptance in Prayer, in * 7, and 8, The 
Grounds of Acceptance are not propoſed to be conſider- 
ed, in che Beginning of the Diicourſe: The principal 
Thing the Author has in View, thro“ the whole 


- % 


ticular Explication of the ' ſeveral Grounds and Encou- 


ra ge- 


0 


eſt 
Head of the. Diſcourſe, is to deſcribe the inward Acts of 
Mind exerted in Prayer, and without deſcending to a par- 


that acts tationally'wou 
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rigements df beitig he aid in „Ah chen the . 
Þ thor is aſſerting on this Head 1s this, 1 Lam would ever 
y, if they had not fore H by and Pruſt that fy 
' would: ws pr e ; und indeed no Creatur 
ever Abies if they did not ve 

and expect ſome Advantage from praying: And there- 
fore oe Anchor afſerts, that ſome Degree of Hope and 
" Fruſt is a neceſſary a> 8 of 'Prayer ; and that this 
was the Author's chief Deſign, is Evident from his ex- 
reſs Words, p. 4. at the Bottom, and p. 5. at the. Top. 
the Author eu departed a little from his Method pro- 

6 pls, and ſuggeſted any thing concerning the Founda- 
_ tions'of Hope and Truſt, it is enpreſt almoſt wholly in 
the very Words of Jeſus: Chrift himſelf; and the other 
inſpired Authors. And the Uſe that he makes of thoſe 


with the Deifts and Scepticks, (the People with whom he 
has to do) that they ate more fully fatisfaftory to the 
human Mind; and afford a ſtronger Ground of Truſt, 
than the general Concluſions of the Light of Nature. 
As to what is objected agaipſt p. 59. the Author has 
mentioned the Revelation of the will of God ſeveral 
Times, in the Prayer, before that Expreſſion: And the 
Scheme of Redemp tion is à Part; an important Part too, 
of the great Plan 1 univerſal Providence. - Beſides, the 


zechiſm, in the Anſwer to the Queſtion, Hoa dot h God 
execute bis Se 2 As to P. 14. J. 10. from the Foot, 
the Author is not 1 of the Grounds of Accept- 
| ance in Prayer, but of Views of Things which 
ought to lead Men do y; roo all that he aſſerts is, that 
2 Senſe of the ImperfeQion of Human Nature, and the 
Mavifeſtations Gi hath. given of bimſelf in the Works 
of Creation and Providence, ought. to lead even theſe to 
ay who do nor enjoy the Benefit of divine Revelation: 


firſt znterice; ahd to Romans i. 19, 20, 41. 
Thę Profeffor's Anſwer to the fourth Remark of the 
| Committe * as little Satisfaktion as the former. 


. 


| 1 


s ſeems to be agreeable to the Confeſſion of - Faith, 


Promiſes of the holy Scriptures; is to reaſon from them 


Manner of Speaking · is countenanced by our Shorter Ca. 


— 


hy 


Aer Pete fy; thr ie Slope wa c Ep 
Deiſtical Prayer, his Commendation of What 2 
ſteribed, and his Way of: 
Acceptance, appear highly 


25 When Mr. Zeec 1 d only 
þ of ſome-Hope and Truft, and, à 1! 
Des 


it an Excuſe for making chis Difference, that the Things | 
not omitted, but 'exprefſed, are exptefſed in Sctiprute | 


Nun 2" the Hope ef 
dangerous both to Chriſtia 


ita. lf he ſay, 1t is a Cbtiſtian Duty he is de- 


= 


„ 


Words : Was there not Plenty of fach Words for ex- | 


preſſing the Regards of Hope to Chriſt, as ell 3s rouny | 


other Grounds, yea and t 


e Regards of all the oth&s | 


_ Grovhtis of Hope wo hind? Toto 2 9G 
hut another Character he "mentions of forme Grounds } 
of Hope he had ſpoken of, is, that 7Hey vere more fully | 


ſatisfaftory ro the human Mind, &c. than the general 


 Conclufjons of the Light of Nature. As to this, is it | 
not proper to hint at two Things? — 180, Is not that 


Character of Tendency or Fgicacy far ſuperior on thre | 
Full Suri action, as applicable to what he has omitted. 


as to what he has not Alt cannot be pretended here, that | 


the Promiſes of the Word, the Ground here aſſigned, are 
more acknowledged by the Deiſts, than Chriſt ? — If all 


this ie fo,” how will it juſtify the Difference Mr. Lerch. 


man has made ?—2d0, Where the Character given of rer 


vealed Grounds of Hope is, that they are more fully ſa- 


risfaftory; &ec; was it not needful to warn Deiſts, in the 
Chriſtian World, of their Danger, if they reſted in un- 
revealed Grounds, as in ſome Degree ſatisfaftory; tho- 


As to p. 59, tho? it is certain, that, as the Author ſays, 
Redemption is one important Part of the Plan of Provi- 


N feuer. Ein the large Senſe of that Word) is it not equal- 
ly certain, that the Curſe of the Law, and the Execution 


of at-1h the Damnation of the Impenitent, is another Part 
of it, and a very important Part of it? — Is there any, 
thing in the Paſſage, p. 59. to determine on what Part of 


- 


it not evident, that it is not on any one Part, but the Pro- 


Peri ies and Perfetions of the Whole; and that the 


Perfections of Providence (the Belief of which is one 
of the firſt Principles of Natural Religion) are here ſub- 
ſtituted in the Room of the perfect Merits of Chriſt, as 
founding the Sinner's higheſt Confidence? —— Is not 
this Perſuaſion of the mere general Properties of Provi- 
dence, which is a Principle of mere Natural Religion, a 
quite different Thing from Knowledge or Perſuaſion of 
theſe particular Parts of Providence diſcoverable only 


by Revelation?!——And therefore to ſuppoſe,that Con- 
= fidence in the Perfections of Providence is equivalent to, 


or includes Faith in Chriſt for Salvation, is both contrar y 
do the common Uſe of Language, and to the, Form of found 
Words in the firſt Sentence of our Confeſſion, which teaches, 


That the Works of Providence are n to ſhew 


the Way 0 Salvation. — So, ſuppoſing a good Mean- 
= ing were Dy upon the Author's Posten, ould fil 
9 be a Violation of Adt 12. Am. 1510, which prohibites 
Expreſſions diſagreeing with the Form of ſound Words in 
our Standards, ſuch as the above. cited Part of our Cate- 
chi ſins, about juſtifying Faith, as including a reſting up- 
on Chriſt for Salvation: In regard the Poſition aſcribes 
that Influence to the Perfections of Providence, and 
Faith or Perſuaſion thereof, which our Standards appro- 


priate to the perfect Merits of Chriſt, and Faith in 1 5 


N 1 0 » 
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the Plan the Sinner's unbounded Confidence is built Is 


1 
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A 10 2. 12. J 10, Tho), whee, Prajer is Rid tobe 
founded'on the Imperfetions of human Nature, the Mean 
ing may be what Mr. Leechman mentions: Yet, When 
Prayer 1s ſaid to have a Foundation in the Manifeſtation 
of God's Perfehons, as imployed Fer our Welfare, the. 
moſt natural Meaning is, that ſuch a Manifeſtation is an 
Encouragement to it. Our Impertections are Inducements 
to it, as they ſhew our Need of it: Manifeſtations of God's 
Perfections, as they encourage to Hope. Andl this is the 
very Thing the Committee quarrel, that it is aſſerted, nat 
there is any Manifeſtation of God's Perfections, as im- 
ployed for our Welfare, but in Chriſt, and the Work of 
Bt Redemption by him, that encqurageth Sinners to hope 
%%% 
Fifth. The Author ſeems to them to infinuate, that 
tbere are ſome of Mankind, who, without the Benet of | 
Revelation, are capable to reaſon. out to themſelves fuch 
4 Knowledge of God, as may be ſufficient to their attain- 
ing to eternal Happineſs ; which Propoſitions is contrary } 
to Confeſſion of Faith, Chap. 1. Seft: 1. Altho', c. Aas 
alſo, to Larger Catechiſm, Anſwer to Queſtion, How 
does it appear that there is a God? „ 


LS od 


A --. . 


Anſwer. The Author poſitively . denies that he has 
either ſaid, or inſinuated, what the Committee charges 
| him with in this Remark, vis. All that the Author hass 
| ſaid here, is no more than an argumentum ad hominem ; 
5 it is no more than this, That it muſt be acknowledged, 
even by Deiſts and Scepticks, who think a Syſtem of Re. 
a ligion can be rea ſoned out by the Light of Nature; that 
| a Revelation is a much eafier Way of attaining it, and 
much more fitted to the Capacities and Situation of the 
Bulk of Mankind: Tho' this were really all that J in- 
tended, and had no Deſign of delivering any Sentiment of 
my own, concerning the Ability of Mankind to reaſon out 
the Knowledge of God, and of true Religion; yet, leſt 
this ſhould be thought an artful evading of an He | 
drawn by the Committee, which was otherways unanſwer- 
able, I ſhall therefore endeavour to ſhow, that there is 
nothing in what I have ſaid contrary to the Si ptures or 


7 
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Ser e, 1 


The Go e þ aſſerts the ſame Thing, in Efe 
in the very firſt Sen ROTOR, and adduces | 

of the Apoſtle to prove it. But how the 
to draw this Inference, that I aſſerted, that ſome 01 Man- 
| ind could reaſon out to themſelves ſuch a Knowledge of 


For, tho” I had aſſerted, (which I haye not done 


ave reaſoned'out as clear a Character of the Diety, and 
as Clear a Connection betwixt Virtue and Happineſs, as 
the Scriptures:baye revealed; it could not be (nr 
even from that Arden. that I had ſaid, that ſome of 
the Heathens could, by the Light of k ature, attain to 
ſuch a Knowledge of God as 18 los, to their attain- 
eternal Happineſs : For, according to our Standards, 
is not the ſpecplative Knowledge of C 0d, (which is the 
= - 0 1 am {peaking of) however clear it be, even with 
the Clearneſs of Revelation itſelf, that is ſufficient for at- 
tainigg Salvation; but that Savin Knowled ge, which is 
, by the Influence of the aly-S Da 'Thus the 
onfeſſion of Faith, Chap. 1. Sect. 5 — ows, that there 
is a very conſiderable Degree of ſpeculative Knowledge 
attainable by the Light of Nature, while, at the ſame 
Time, it denies,'that ſaving Knowledge is attainable by 
1 And in the ſame Chap. Sect. 6. This Dſtinction is 
more exprelly, ane in theſe Words; . Nevertheleſ 
we ac owled e, that the inward Illumination of the 
= « Spe is neceſſary for the ſaving underſtanding of ſuch 
1.50 ruths are SETS. in the Word.” From theſe Conſi- 
_ PE ro 1 hope, it appears evidently, that there 1s no 
=_ Ap arance of Contradiction here to our Standards. 
_ - s-to. the Committee” s fifth Remark, it is founded u 
p on theſe Words, n of the Context, p. 9. of the 
i] | Sermon, — real Numbers of Mankind coull 
our have rex our ,to Lak a * and 005 


| 


athens were + g 


E out x cle . 0 of the Diety, is ex 0 
21 0 G. the Apoſtle Paul, vie ay pon 1.19, 25 ron 


Character Fu ſhould have led them to glorify him. 
it St. 
is . — 


Fa as is ſufficient to eternal Life, is extremely ſurpri- 


fa is it my Opinion) that ſome of the Heathens coul als 
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Character of the Deity,» nor i nferred from it, that be 


N 
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Would conſtant ly and uni ver ſally connect Felicity with 
Virtue.— They, the Committee, judged, that it was a 


very natural Conſequence from this, that ſome of Man- 


kind might be able to reaſon out ſuch à clear Character 
of the Deity, as to infer from it, that he would conſtant, 
ly, c. —eſpecially confidering, that the Author, after 
he hath ſhewn the Ad vantage of Revelation, to ſuch of 


Manknind, as could not rea on out to themſelves a juſt 


and clear Character of the Deity, c. — adds, in Sub- 
ſtance, that, at the fame Time, there is good Ground to 
hope, that God will give Wiſdom, Virtue and Happi- 


nels, to all who ask him with unfeigned Sincerity of 


Heart, even tho' they never heard of theſe comfortable 


Promiſes, on which our Souls reſt ſecurely. — See the 


Rea ſonings founding this Remar. . 
Now tho), in this Anſwer, the Author owns, That 
Heathens could not reaſon out to themſelves ſo clear and 
Juſt a Character of the Diety, and ſo clear a Connection 


tween Virtue and Happineſs, as the Scriptures have re- 


vealed; yet, r 47 Tow are not diſowned ; 


And was it not needful to diſown them? 1, That tho“ 


there is not the ſame Clearneſs, there may be a Sufficien ey / 


in the Light of Nature, as well as Revelation, for the 
Purpoſe in View.——2do, That the Connection between 
Virtue and Happineſs (the Virtue or the Reformation of 
a Sinner) is a ſufficient Foundation of Hope. — But what 
is moſt diſſatisfying is, that the Author ſcems to put the 
Light of Nature, and of Scripture, upon a abit as to 
Sufficiency and Inſufficiency, tho? not as to Clearneſs and 
Obſcurity ?—ls it not notour, that the Sufficiency aſcribed. 
to the Scripture, and diſtinguiſhing it from the Light of 
Nature, is a Sufficiency, not excluſive of the Need of in- 
ternal ſubjective Illumination, but of the Need of farther . 
objective Revelation A Sufficiency in the Order of 
Means to which it belongs: — A Sufficiency, as to ob- 
jective Diſcovery of ſatisfying Grounds of Hope, and 
complete Rules of Duty. a YYias work Sufficiency, the 
Author ſeerns, by the Application of the Diſtinction, to 
e n hs OR DO ROT 97 72 51:2" Weribe'” 
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| Sufficiency..to. it, than what is denied to belong to the 
% ᷣ ͤ K» —Ar 
+ 1x44. The Committee finds, That in the A cava 1 
| as at is laid, P. 36, tis directly aſſerted, That Puniſh- ' 
ments threatened to be inflicted on Sinners, in this and 
<, an eternal World, are intended, by our kind Creator, 
« for our Reformation and Amendment,” And in the 
Aniwer,to this Objection, this Propoſition, tho“ falſe in 
itlelf, and dangerous in its Conſequences, is not diſowned | 
or diſclaimed; tho ſuch a Way of Speaking and Teach- 
72 be alſo contrary to our Standards, viz. Confeſſion of . 
Zit h, Chap. z. „ 7. and Chap. 6. Parag. 6. 
An ſcwer, The Author both in the Objection, and in 
the Ani wer, 18 ſo far from ſaying, that there are no other 
Pamfhments, but what are intended for Reformation and 
= Amendment, that he plainly expreſſes the contrary, ac- 
= 2 to the common Uſe of Language, that there are 
= other Puniſhments: For the Words in the Objection, 
„ Thoſe Sufferings, Sc neceſſarily ſuppoſe, other Suf- 
«. fexings.” Puniſhments deſtined for our Reformation, 
in the Anſwer, alſo neceſſarily ſuppoſes that there are 
other Puniſhments, not deſtined for Reformation. If I 
- ſhould fay, thoſe Men are unſound. in their Principles, it 
| neceflarily ſuppoſes, that there are other Men who are not 
ſo. 2do, That there are other Puniſhments, is cxpreſly. 
W taught in the following Page, I. 17. and 18. from the 
Top. 370, For the clearing of this whole Paſſage from 
a Ground of Cavil and Suſpicion, let it be obſerved, 
chat the Objection is firſt. ſtated in general, What Uſe can 
Prayer be of, for obtaining Pardon of Sin, and Deliver- 
= ance from thoſe Puoiſhments threatened, to be inflicted on 
Sinners in this and an eternal World? After this general 
State of the Objection, the firſt part of it (viz, How can 
Prayer deliver us, or contribute, as a Mean, to deliver us 
from the Puniſhments of this Life ?) is taken up and urged 
nin the following Terms. If Sin deſerves Puniſhment (v:. 
nn chis Life) and if Puniſhment is neceſſary, 8, and fo 
ass the End of the Objection: Then the Anſwer is 


8 given 


thought it needleſs, and that it would a 
the Reader ;* . becauſe, if Prayer is a Mean of preventing 


= Me in order to awaken and convert them, by leads | 


5 50 Paniſhwnents which would have followed, u = | 


ven to eu firſt Part 8 the Objeftion, That a Senſe of 7M 

ve Faults, Vc. to the End of the 36th p. Now the Rea. 

on why the Author has not returned, and ſtated and ur- 

I the ſecond Part of the Objectiont at full Length, un. 
ow can Prayer be à Mean of deli of us from the 

eternal Puniſhments of another World? is this, that he 


ppear to be ſo to 


theſe temporal Punthhnients, which God infli son wic 


them to real Repentance, before they are inflicted e 
n Prayer muſt be alſo a Mean of preventing thoſe e- 


their continuing in an impenitent State; and the 


the Author, without formally ſtating he ſecond Part of 


the Objection, which he thought was quite needleſs in his | 
preſent Argument, after havmg ſtated the firſt Part; oni 
adds, in Anſwer to the fecond Part, and thus Pr 


ayers t, 
Er. In the Top of p. 37. 8. e. muſt be a Mean of ſecur- 


alſo from the Puniſhments of an eternal World. 
The principal Thing, in this Remark, is, That Mr, 4 
1 hath not difclaimed vr difowned a Pre | 


fo falſe and dangerous; and which is known to have | 
done, and to do great Miſchief. 


Mr. Zeechman, in his Anfwer; endetvouts th to. "prove, 7 
That 'tis not contained in the Objection.— His Arguments 


are obviouſly weak and inconcludent. — This one Conſi- 


derarion is tufficient to convince, that the erroneous Pro- 
poſition 1 is contained in the Objection. — That the Ob) ' 
tion is repeated from Mr. Cumming's Pamphlet. NOW, ; 
does not he make, being for our Good, the comtnon Cha- [ 
racter of all Puniſhinents, whether theſe in this, or an e- 

ternal World ?— And that this ts the ſame with in- 
tended and deſtined for our Reformation,. Mr, Zeech- 4 


man will not diſown, that tis this Objection: of Mr. eum. 
OF. s he is anſwering. 


Leechman is not charged with the Prox tion, but 


not difclaiming it, which he ought to have dene; and tis 
8 9 he « did it 2 : ; ———but ſeeing, in his 


3 


„ Auſwerd, 


24 8 


8 
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Anſwers he expreſly aſſerts the Eternity of Puniſhment, 


yet he knows very well it is different from Pumihments in 
| the cternal World, in the Opinion of ſome People ; we 
| — of Opinion he is not to be charged with the Pro- 
= 9 That there is a natural (and therefore neceſ- 
 fary) Connection betwixt the penitent Diſpoſition, and the 
- Pardon of que Sins, thereby luperſeding the Neceſſity of 
the Satisfaction of Chriſt, and the Conſtitution of God, 
which is contrary to our Standards, viz. Confeſ. Chap. 
| , .x5th Par. 3d, Altho' Repentance, g. and Chap. I Ith 

Par, 1ſt. Theſe, Or. and Larger Carechiſm, Anſwer to 


Queſtion, Il hat dor h every Sin deſerve at the Hand of 


Anſwer, The Author aſſerts no Connection here, be- 

twixt a penitent Diſpoſition and the Pardon of Sin, but 
= what is aſſerted in numberleſs Paſſages of the Holy Scrip- 
= tures, as Ja, lv. 6, 5. Acts xxvi. 20. Prov. xxvill. 13. 
Ae that confeſſeth, &c. When the Author aſſerts, that 
pre and . Alteration of Conduct, ſecures from theſe 
Puniſnments which muſt have enſued, &c. Page 3) J. 5, 
6, 7, from the Top. That is no more than ſaying, that 
Repentance and Reformation are neceſſary Means or Con- 
ditions ſine qua non, in both the Nature of Things, and 
poſitive Appointment of God, of obtaining Pardon of Sin, 
and eternal Lite, which is perfectly conſiſtent with the 
Doctrine of the Satisfaction of Chriſt, for the Sins of the 
World. Since the Scripture in innumerable Places aſſerts 
this Connection, betwixt Repentance and Forgiveneſs, 
without taking Notice, at that; Time, of the Doctrine of 
= Chriſt's Propitiation, how can any one be blamed, for 
iaſſerting this Connexion, in the ſame manner that the 
o /ĩ˙/—§˙ none ft ror . 
= . Reply.Mr. Leechman,in this Anſwer, miſtakes the Paſſage 
of his-Anſwer to the Objection Page 36, and 37. of bis 


n 


For in theſe Anſwers under preſent Confideration, he ex- 

= . Pai mentions Page 37 J. 5,6, ). from the Top, as the 

Paſſage referred to by the Committee, whereas it was 
1 


2 


* * 
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1 Sermon, the Committee found their 7th Remark upon,— 
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Page 36,1. 5th and 


| Remarks, ſpeaks as if he hac only made Prayer a Means 


97 . 
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e Le the Foot, the Com- 
mittee founded their Remark upon. They naturally pre- 
clude the] Neceſſity of Puni ſhments, deſtin'dfor our Refor- - 
mation, &c. This Miſtake, (I ſhall not fay it was de- 


# © 


ſigned) renders this Anſwer altogether unlatisfy ing 3 and 


leaves the Committee's Remark in its full Strength. 
This I pointed out to a principal Speaker, and Friend 
to Mr Le Cauſe in the Synod, while they were 
upon this Article; but he took no Notice of it— The 
expreſs Words of the Remark about a natura 'Con- | 
neltion, might have pointed this ou. 
Mr. Leechman in anſwering both the ſixth and ſeventh” 


of eſcaping Puniſhment : Now is it not evident and ob- 


vious, that a chief Thing excepted againſt in the Remarks, 


is not his making Prayer à Means; but his teaching that 
Prayer and other Duties he mentions?—Firſt preclude te 
Neceſſity of Puniſnments.— do, That they do this natu- 
rally.——37io, By gaining the End of them otherwiſe. 
And 40, It is evident, that what gains the End of Pu- 
niſhment, /o a5 to preclude the mes it, muſt gain 
the whole end of it: or the the whole that is of Impor- 
tance: For what only gains any End in Part, cannot 
preclude the Neceffity of other Means. lt is obvious 
5:70, From the Tenor of the Anſwer, that it is the Re- 
formation of the particular penitent Offender (and the 
Things connected with it) that is made thus the whole. 
End of Puniſhment ; and neither the Honour of the ſu- 
preme Rector of the World, nor the Good of the reaſo- 
nable Creation. Laſtly, That Prayer and the Diſpoſi- 
tions it tends to promote, naturally tend to precludeè the 
Neceſſity of all Puniſhments, future or eternal, as well 
as preſent.— This Mr. Leechman himſelf owns in his 
Anſwers, namely that the laſt Sentence of his Anſwer to 
the Objection, relates to future as well as prefent Pu- 
niſhments. 2 | T3 
If it ſhall be ſaid, That the Meaning of precluding natu- 

rally, &c. is no more than that Reformation, Sc. are 
conditions, fine qua non, in the nature of Things 9 5 


— | ei 


I 2 dae what 1 5 ir, . a Sufticien 
| wy 16 — a8 be 8 ſeppole. mere omitting Chriſt's 


; it 18 inconſiſtent with irhe Manner in which it 
48 ell the many Paſſages which treat of the Satisfaction 
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| Connection; between the 
Dot as Connections are eſtabliſned in the Covenant of 
= Dog Grage, between, the different wg, s purchafſed by our 


— 
2 " a "= a 


lat pitance 1s in-the Natute of 


2 — | Ih eſcaping Puniſhment, and that it is 
— ent t 5 the edi of Puniſh- 
gaining its End. The Rn plics a 


| Ser to 11 e all, NeceſÞty, and to gain the whole 


Bod: or all that is of Importance :——A Sufficiency of this 
nc 0 expiate Sin and ſa- 


Satisfaction here, that the Kemark blames: 'But al- 
cribing what is the p u Glory, of that vicarious Pu. 
niſhment, to other Things. This is not aſſerting the 


Conneftion. vet hint Repentance and Forgiveneſs, in the 


ſame Manner that the Scripture does in any Bags z and 
erts it, 


Cbriſt. 


This ala. appeared more  exceptionable tothe Com- 


mittee, and 


1, becauſe of its too great Affinity and 


vi. Firſt Fing Acknowledgements of it as the Foun- 
dation, of + 1 — of Pardon a8 Happineſs in handling 


Cen of which Lach Acknopledgrieves are a neceſſary 


Parr. Secondly, febſtituting other Foundations 
Juch Hope in its Room, Zaren a Kind x 310 
inners Virtue and Happineſs : 


Lord Jeſus Chriſt : But flowing om an invariable 


5 Low, that always ſubſiſted. See Sermon Page 9. at 


the Foot. Ee eſtabliſherh and teacheth a Way 
of; Juſtification in the fight of God, independent upon the 


Eig he, The Committee Obſerves, that the paſſage 
a 8. 41 * the ** OW) to be altered. 
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ion with other 7200 Grounds of Exception above 
— on, as injurious to the ſame bleſſed Satisfaction? 


Satisfaction of Jeſus Chriſt, and the Divine Conſtitution 


or S 45" 


ws | 


"7 POO he Kufhors Methory Eid bin Kees, 
© "Nenth, The Committee obſerves from Page 62. W 
| the Middle, that where the Author mentions the various | 
Ends of the Coming of Chrift into the World, and of his 
Death; he omits taking Notice of the greateſt, and AY 
moſt i important End, namely his Satisfaction. 4 
Anſwer, It the Author * not mentioned the Satiefaes 1 
tion, it muſt at leaſt be own'd, that he hat mentioned | 
| One of the grand Effects of it, viz. The delivering s 

from the Punifhments due unto us, for our Sins: Now the 
mentioning the principal Effect of any Thing, is very 
near the ſame Thing, a as if he had mentioned the Cauſe! ir- ö 
ſelf. Signed by | 

7 5 WIIX. LEECHMAN. 
l Glaſgow, ath of April: 1744. 1 5 


5 Reply, This Anſwer owns that Diliterties from Pu 1 
ahmen is as really different from Chriſt's Satisfaction. 
as the Effect from the Cauſe. It is notour, that there 
are People who affirm the one, and deny the other. —It i is 
© | not meerly Mr. Zeechman's not ofing the Term Satiſc 
faction; but not owning the Thi I ork Place in any 
equivalent Terms 1 is ex nſt.——Ibe 
5 || Paſſage n a kind of implicite e's. g, or Petition 
„do be Sable to a juſt or Pchankful Senſe of bite Love, 
4 manifeſted by the Ends of his Miffion 100 Death. Some- 
ching equivalent to that heavenly Thanksgiving, 75 bin 
f who loved us and waſhed us in his Blood, cannot fel | 
be omitted in ſuch Acknowledgments. 3 
1 It is perhaps one of the mol exceptionable Things in 
e this Sermon,that in Places where ſome explicite Regard to 
Redemption was plainly needful, his Wa Wy fem to be, 1 
TJ to acknowledge merely what che known Deniers and Ops 
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pies of Redemption acknowledge, omitting what they 9 


4 be can never be juſtly leaded, that the 8 mii ion 
5” of his Satisfaction, 'exprefly or in equivalent Teriys, is 
op | <mpenſated by © mere general Mention of his Mediation 
1 and 8 252 who 1 the wech 5 
r 3 


a 


Satisfaction ;z— 


| Z 4 hich they expluin, by the good Influ 


went of Chriſt's Mediation and Interceſſion, however good 
in itſelt, is by no means ſufficient to hinder the bad Tenden- 
af ſach. Omiffion miſſion as above qualified, of his Merit and 


In that which yet of all others, upon this Head, hath 
given the greateſt Offence, is, that Profeſſor Leechman 
declared in the Synod, that the Word Sati faction being 
| a Scholaſtick Word, he never uſed it in 1 
now in his Anſwers, he hath never once uſed it, but 
Westbe Remarks led him to it, he bach omitted. both 


* 


- Enemies to the Thing it ſelf: How dangerous will it 
be or a Profeſſor to Icave out and not to ule ſeveral Ec · 
= clefiaſtical Terms, ſanctified by long Uſe, to expreſs 

' . Doctrines expreſly contained in the Holy Scriptures ; and 


Wd ren Meet? by he me Role he may Wi 
vp the Word Trinity, and many other Words found ne- 
_ceflary to expreſs the Things contained and revealed in 


= 


tze Holy Sctiptures? The Enemies to the moſt funda- 
wental Truths would demand no more but this. Is not 
| - ferred to -s this to, hold faſt the Form of ſound 
Words? Muſt the Word Satisfaction be treated as a 
= Scholaſtical Word, which is uſed in our Confeſſion of 
Fab, and both our Catechiſms ? It is uſed in the SH. 
tze Carechi/m, which the weakeſt of the People are 
= taught, and was defigned for them; but our Author, 
= never uſed it,inPrayer, becauſe a Scholaſtick Word. And 
is not eyen this Ground of Of and Jealouſy in one 
gaalled to be a Profeſſor of Divinity, confidering, yt 
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which have been found neceſſaty to ſecure the Chutch of 


- ._ this directly contrary. to the Acts of Aſſembly already re- 


it's Mediation, 

d InflueM& of his Doctrine, 
id" Example, and his Death, confirming all.— 

tly follows from this, that a general Acknowledg- 


Wn] 


1 We 1 5 Publick Prayer before Sermon. 


capes may be in it, are involuntary.— 


having the Offence removed from us, as the Mod ex. 


ath | Venerable Aſſembly N give ſuch Deciſion in this 
an | as not to leave Truth blee 


ing received, and ſuch dapgr 


the Scheme, as it is explained in our Standards. As not to 
it leave Ground to jealous his Scholars, as fainted with the 
Ec. fame Errors, to their great Prejudice if orthodox and ig- 
reſs | nocent : Not to increaſe the Diviſions, already ſo la- 


nd © mentable in this Church: And finally, as not to obli 4 ; 
of us the Appellants to enter into a Proceſs againſt. Mr. 


* 


ive Teechman, (for thoſe Errors we conceive are in his Ser- 


not Sh 12 the #10 . to  fuch a Decifion'1 1s. the Pray. 
N ; Ps A. ROBE, 


are The + OO wi vil TY 7. arme the be, 
ing Chronologi cal Errors. 


PDApe 1oth Line 9th, $6.4 April . read Merch nh, 
ts 11th for E Gs read "__ 2d, 


the 3 7% is e in our Dill Ectory for wee | 


iven” an exact and Ser est 1 
count of thi A une Affair; it hath been done with - 
many Interruptions by neceſſary Avocations; Ss EE Wn. 

This now in 
the Corclufion, I declare that I, and others,, inſtead. of” ? 


it, have it greatly increaſed by Profeſſor Leechman's | 
nſwers ——lt is therefore earneſtly wiſhed, chat the W 


ding by the Wounds ſhe hah 

rous Ways of Teaching as have 
been pointed out, further to increaſe in this Church ße 
but not to leave our Brotlier to continue ſuſpected of Unſound= 
oth || neſs in the Faith, and of Diſregard to the Mediatorial \ 


ne- | mons and Anſwers,) to do our Duty to prevent the men- 1 7 
in tioned Evils, leaving the Event of ſuch a new unavoidable © 
da- Proceſs to God. That the Venerable Aſſembly may be | 
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